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Mi(}9r Caftwrlght^ 
Crofs-examined by Mr. Attorney General, 

jf. x\.S hr as appears by the books of die Conftituttenal 'So« 
ciety, the iaft time yoa were pre{biit> in that Saciety, yns the 
ajth of May, 2791 ? 

J. It mud have been fomewhere aboet that time. 

J^. Have yott ieen Mi:. Tooke iiace the &5th of VLxf^ 
^792 ? 

jf. I think it i^ hi^ly iprobable that I attended at the Society 
till about the time that I left <own, fines which I have not feen 
-Mr. Tooke, till I iaw him in this Court. 

j^. Of couife you can know nothing of the proceediags cf 
the Conftitittional Society fincc May) 1792, except as you may 
have feen them in prints ar otherwiio-«^YQuiiaye jaoi been pre* 
fent at any that pa/Tadf 

A. Certainly not. 

J^ You were no {KUty to the addre^ to Francef 

i/. I was a party to one addrefe ; I cannot recoUeA.d9c*<btp v * 
^ut I* was prc;fent at diaot Societyi to the beft of my MnlW- V 
brance> when a letter, or an addreft, or fixnething of dia^i;|ij|^;. • 
was fent to die Society called the Friends of the Conftituh(>n^'* -*• ' 
^f Friem^ of Freedom, at Paris, known by the nanie ii'li\ //. 

]i% ^ That 
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^ Xi^t muft have been before the 2$A of May, 1792, as 
dut was the laft day that you were io the Society f 

A To be fure. 

^ With rcrped to any fitture addrefles to France, you were 
ao party to them i ' 

A. Certainly not. 

^ You were no party to any correfpondence with K^rwidi, 
or any other place, about a Convention to be held) either in 
Scotland or England ? 

jf. Wh'ile I attended die Society I do not remember that the 
fubjed of a Convention was agitated. 

^ You were, of courfe, not a member of the Society at a 
time when a letter was written to the Editor of die Patriot, at 
Sheffield, in which it is ftated that the vipers, Mfliiarchy and 
Ariftocracy, are writhing under the grafp of infant Freedom, 
and, in which the Society fiiys, may peace, happinefi) and fuccefe 
attend its efforts ? 

J. I do not remember any correfpondence of that kind« 

^ Do you remember any converiation previous to the asth 
of May, 1792, (what pafled afterwards you do not know) in 
which Monarchy and Ariftocracy were -fpoken of by any body 
as vipers writhing under^the gnUp of infimc Freedom i 

A I do not remember fuch ooDverfadon. 

^ If any member of your Socie^ had iiud, :io a letter to 
ft country Society, that the vipers, Mooardiy and Ariftocracy, 
were writhing under the grafp of infiint Freedom, and exprei&d 
his hopes that fucccis ihould atteqd tbofe efforts, you would have 
been vaftly furprifed, (hould not you I 

A. It would have depended upon the particular circumflaaces 
to which die letter applied. 

\ l^'M^zY^^ "^^^ ^ % ^^ 'f ^^ 1^ been convenient to 
%Mto» Setter with fuch expreffions, that it would not have fur- 

yW^y^ if &icb a letter had been written I 

\\\ ! Jr. ^^. *^ ^^ applied to any Government where Monardiy and 

/ ^!^.?^}^ ^^^ ^^^ vipers to Freedom, I ihould have thought 
it well applied. 

^ Then, 
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J^. Then» I alk you, if it had been applied to the EngUfll 
Monarchy, by any member of your Societyt after Mxy^ I79t| 
ihould not you Have been furprifed ? 

i/» That is a general queftton, to yfhick it is very difficult to 
give a clear and iatis&dory anfwer ; becaufe I conceive that 
the meaning and the force of expceffions depend upon the con* 
text of the compofttions in which they are introduced* 

^ I quite agree with you in that^ there is no doubt about 
it that it does — You have ftated what, indeed, all the world 
knew, that you were the £uher, at leaft you are complimeated 
with the title of the father, of the Society for Conftltutional In- 
formation—You have likewife ftated, if I underftand you, that 
you were, and ftill are, a member of die Society of the Friends 
•f the People? 
jf. Yes. 

^ You have alio fiud dut die letter which die Society Cmt 
Conftltutional Information fent die Friends of the People^ wa$ 
i folemn admonition to them for die purpofes you have men- 
tioned? 

j^. I take for granted diat you could not poffihly doubt but 
diat diat letter would be very well underftood to be iiicbby diofe 
to whom it was addrefled--*Have you feea the letterf 

J. lafi) large a Society, as that of the Friends of the Peo« 
|de, I thought that Jt was very likely that there might be dif- 
ferent opinions formed ; becaufis, in large Societies^ that which 
may appear to one man to be good and wholefome advice, may, 
to odieis, appear offenfive, l)ecaule every man- has not fenfe to 
take advice. 

J^ You are a member, you (ay, of the Friends of the Peo- 
ple? 

A Yes. 

^ You may readied my Locd John Ruflel's writing an 
anfwer to diat letter ? 

^. I da 
. 4^. You may recoUefk alfo diat, at a general meeting of the 

B 3 jPriendi 
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Friends of die People^ Lcni John Ruflferv atiTwer «tts appimtd^ 
I^ the Society of the Frfcnds of the Pcopiet 
A^ I think 1 do remember it- 

i^ PofRbly youf may recollect then- dint die general body: 
of the Friends of the People,, of whom ^pm were one, ftated 
to the Society fer Con(Ktiitional Information,^ that they would 
have no further correfpondence with the Society for Cdltftitu<-^ 
ttonal Information, becauib they looked upon die refolution» 
and proceedings in that letter o£ the Society,, as tnitnical to die 
principles upon which they propofed to inform and^enlighten the 
people ? 

MaJ9r Cartwfight. There is iiymudi oontainedin.die <gieftion>. 
that I have not a clear reooileftion of. it. 

Mr. AtUrney GeneraL You may recoiled: then diat • the 
general body of the Friends of the People declined having any 
more intercourfe with the- Conftitudonali Sooiety--*do you re* 
coHedithat? 
A* I es». 

^. Do you recoiled that die Friends of the People looked: 
upon the refblutions and proceedings in that letter as inimical txy 
die principles upon which thej^. propofed to. inform and to en- 
UgMen the people ? 

A I believe diere was to that efie£t; I cannot reeolleA the 
words, but I remember when it was imitated in the Society or 
the Friends -of the People* whether this letter fhould J>e fent^ 
Idiinik it was upon that queftipn that there was fo. much di-» 
viftoh of opinion in the Society of the Friends of die People 
that the queftiotr was carried by only one fmgle vote, as I 
recollect. « 

^. The queflrion-. ab^ut dits letter was. carried only by one. 
Angle cafting vote ? 

^. I am not fure what was die precife queftion reladve to> 

that letter; I think it was whether fudi an'-anfwer (hould, or 

(hould not, be fent.. \ • 

^ You likewife, perhaps, may recoiled that in that letter 

Lord John Rufi'el lays---M We profefs-not to entertain, a wiih 

— • . « dut 
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*( tint tbe f^fcat pitn of public beiii& Hi^ikfc Ittri Fkbfe htt 
** lb poweiifaQy recommaided) ivill ipaedil/ b* cwried inM 

• dfcar 

^4 i RneoiDcr worcis to iint cnccTi 

j^. Poffibly/ou may aHarocalfeadiat that cxprefl^ iltakm 
from a reiblutioa of your Society for Conftitudonal Infoom^ 
tioii»'appfoviiig a rdblution fent ap from Manchefter, in which 
are the very &meworda«-i^ that the odicr great pbm of public 
*^ benefit which Mr* Paine hai fo powerfully recommewkd, will 
^ be fpeedily carried into eSkSU'' I 

Ak Very poffibly. 

^ SignedbyMr.TkmaiWaUter, oFMancbefter^ 

^ I do not recoiled tfaectrcumftancr^ but it is poffibIe» 

i^ Do I underfland yoa rights chat after the Society of tlie 
Friends of die People had by a cafting vote^ or otherwife, de* 
dared that they did not profeft to entertain a wilh diat Mr» 
Paine*s phuis of benefit fhoald be carried into effeA, and had 
dedared that they would hold no correfpondence widi die So- 
€iflCy fer Conftitutional Information, that yoiucmained a membef 
of bodi? 

^. I did, and do ftill^ ' "t 

^. Then you remained a member of one Society whtdi had 
dianked Mn Walker, of Manchefter, for a letter profefing 
that Mr. Prune's phns of piiblit benefit were to be carried 
into execution, and remained a. member of another Society 
iriiidi had expreftiy told you in your Conftitutionai Society, 
diat diey did not profeft to entertain fiidi a wifli i 

A, I remained a member of both thefir Sociedes. 

^ The Society of the Friends of the People baring by a 
majority given this anfwer to the Society for Conftitutionai In^ 
fennadon, did you ever explain to die Sodety of the Friends 
of die People in what refpe(£b they were miftalDen about die 
letter of the Society for Conftitudonal InformadoOf Vf did 
you admit diat the letter of the Society for Conftitudonal In- 
formation, was righdy interpreted by the Friends of the 
People? 

B 4 A. There 
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A. There was no exphmdon ghreiion the put of tBe Scdety 
fMT Conftitutional Inibnnatioii, but diere was fimie cxpfauiadon 
given bymyfelf, and poffibly, as well as J rccolle^ by anodier 
or two of the members .of the Society for Conftitutional In- 
formation, to fome of the members of the Society of the Friends 
of«die People. 

^ As you were a member of both Societies^ I prefimie. 
you informed the Society for Conftitudonal Information what 
had pafled among the Society of die Friends of the People about 
this difference of opinion between them? 

A. We had converfation upon it. 

^. You never fet the Friends of the People right by in- 
forming them that you did not mean to introdyice thole de- 
lufive plans^^you did not fend anodier letter to explain J[Our-- 
fclf? 

A* I did not apprehend it at all neceiEury. 

J^. Did you ever fee a letter of the 2.6th of May, 1791^ from 
Mr. Afhton, of Sheffield, to the Society for Conftitutional Iiv* 
formarion, upon the fubjed of this difference between diefe tw» 
Societies ? 

^. I do not remember it. 

j^ Did yoi| ever fee a letter with any gentleman's hand- 
- writing interiperied in it ? 

v£ It might poiEbly have happened^ but I do not xecoU 
•Jea it. 

^ I perceive, as far as appears by the boolc^ that you were 
prefent at the Society for Conftitutional Informadon, and in ths 
chair upon the 30th of March, 1792 ? 

^. I do not recoiled particularly, but die book wiU ihew 
it 

^ You may poflibly recolIe<fi diat when you were prefisnti 
diere were twelve perfons, ailbciated members from Sheffield, 
John Paul, Jofeph Gale, and others ? 

A. I think I have fome recolledion of fome aflbciated menw 
bers being Qtroduced, but I do not recoiled any ef their 
names. 

^Not 
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^ Nor did you know any of their perlbos in aH knnan pro^ 
bability ? 

A* Not dut I remember. 

J^. But you agreed to aflbciate twelve perfiins of whom yoa 
knew nothing? 

A. I fuppofc it was fo agreed in the Society, the Society nvene 
not at all afraid of ftrangers coming among them. 

J^ That I know — having agreed to aflbciate thefe twelve 
perfons with your S(«nety, did you happen to fee the letter fFoa 
SheAeU to the Society, about aiTociating thofe twelve perfiMii 
with the Society ? 

A. Indeed I do not recolleA. 

^ Do you recolle<^ feeing any letter from Sheffield about 
aflbciattng thofe members, with the hand-writing of odier peribos 
inferted in it ? 

^ I do not recoiled particularly — if the letter was fliewn 
Bie, I might poffibly recoiled it, but I do not at prefent* 

<^ You may poffibly recoiled that there were ieveral rvib^ 
lutions purporting to come fkom the London Correfponding So^ 
ciety, and purporting to be figned ^ Thomas Hardy, Secretary**^ 
upon that iame day, the 30th of March, ly^a^^-You have told 
tts what Mr. Tooke had £ud about the rights of indivkluals— ^ 
^ Refolved, that vitvj individual has a right to fiiare in die 
^ government of that Society of which be is a member, ualc^in* 
^ capacitated" — ^ Refolved, that nothing but nonage, or privaftioii 
* ofreaibn, or an ofFence againft the general rules of Society can 
^ incapacitate him"-«-and fevend others— -Do you remember thefe 
refolutions ? 

Am Seeing (b many of thefe ion of papers, I cannot recoDed 
particularly when fuch papers came to my knowledge^ wheie I 
law them or met with thcnu 

^. Do you remember feeii^ a paper in die Society, oootain- 
ing thofe refelutions, with the fignature oi ^ Thomas Hardj^ 
^ Secretary^" in the hand-writing of Mr. Xooke? 

^. I dp not recoiled it, indeed. 

J^ Do you happen to know diat diere was a fet of diefe relb- 
lutions in die pofleffion of the Secretary, widi die figpatur^ 

u Thomift 
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« Thomas Hafdf^ SecreUry/* in the hand-writing; of Mr« 
Tookc? 

A I do not know it^ nor I do not diink I ever did know it. 

^ Did you, or did you not know, that Mn Tooke had 
been confulted about the conftitution of the London Corro* 
^ponding Society ? 

A. I did not know it. 

^ It af^ars alio by this book, that y6u were prefent upon 
Ae 20th of April, 1792. Do you recoiled a Declaration comin|r 
from the Three Tuns Tavern, South wark, from peribns calling 
themfelves the Friends of the People I 

A I think I do. 

^ Do you recoiled diat diat Dccianttion is introduced by 
words which form the Deckration of Rights upon which die 
French Ckxiftitution of 1791 was formed ? 

A. It is exceedingly poffible. 

^ Do you recoiled a resolution, ^ That the exercife of thb 
^ right of adivej equal citizenihip, in appointing an adequate 
^ representative Government, is the wifeft device of human poM 
« licy, and the only fecurity of national freedom ?" 

A. I think tH&e was a propofidon of that kind. 

^. Then here is an entry, « That the thanks of theConfti- 
« tudonal Society (hall be given to the Society of the Friends 
« of die People, at die Three Tuns Tavern, Soudiwark," who 
had come to this refoludon. Were the thanks of die Society 
given them ? 

A. If it appears upon dieir book I prefume it nrnft be fo; I 
leally cannot recoiled. 

^ It app^rs aUb that you were prefent, upon the ayth of 
April, 1792; do you re(t)lled that, upon the 4th of May, I79i» 
Acre were twelve people aflbciated from Norwich ? 

if. I do not recdled; I have never looked at any of the 
leiblutions finoe diat dme, and I cannot carry them in my 

ad. 

j^. Yoo know die book ? 

A I have feen die book, "but I fliottkl not know it agtin^ be« 
Iftarody ever kx>kcd into it. 

2 ^. Did 



( " ) 

^ Did you ever ftc any of the letters from Norwich,* hv 
confequence of which thefe twelve Gmtitvuny as they are called^ 
were aflbriited widi the Conftitotional Society I 

A. I cannot anfwer ; I might have feen them, if they were 
produced when I was prdent, but I really da not recoiled — I 
have feen and heard n> many papers^ and £> much upon die fub- 
jed, that it is impoffible for me to recolleft thenu 

•^ Mr. Paine was a member of your Society ? 

A. I think he was an ailociated member y what 16 caBed an 
honorary member.. 

^. He attended pretty much at your meetings^ I believe, ia 
the beginning of the year 1792:? 

A He did attend then. 

^ Now as you were of both thefe Soeietie»*-if the Friends 
ti die People, and the Society fiM* Conftitutional Information, 
hadfet out together upon the Hounflow road, did yoa mean t» 
get out of the coach at Hounflow, or how much further did you 
intend togof 

JL I meant to go tili I obtained a reform in the Houfe of 
Commons. 

^ And in any company diatcbofe to go widryou* Oidyouc 
mean to travel as far as Mr. Paine womU travel,, or as for as die 
Friends of the People would travel ? 

uA I did not mean to govern my proceedings by any Society^ 
or aojr man whatever ; my wiflv was ta obtain a reform in the 
Houfe of Commons, and I was very glad of theaiHAaoce of any 
man towards obtaining that obje6L 

i^ Whether he meant the feme thing as you, or not— 4 ob4 
ferve you were prefent when Mr. Painc's works -were reoonu- 
aaendei; hadyou; any thing to do with fupportmg him In the- 
profecution ? r 

A Not diat I reooUea, I do not remember.. 

^ Do you happen to knowwhatpartof his books wemt^ro^ 
focuted \ Do you not know, that the part of his works profe-v 
. were dofirines about, the Monavdiy of diia Countiy I 

A I apprch^ they were*. 
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. ^ You tvere not prefent in the Society when Mu Paine 
afiered cbem a thoufaiul pov^dSf as the profits of his work i 

A. I have fome recolkdion of a letter to that efied from Mr» 
Paine^ but I am not fure whether I was prefent when it was pro* 
duced^ oriiot ; I think tfie letter intiaiatedy dsat the profits of 
his work amounted to a thouiand pounds, and that he madean- 
offer of it to the Society, whkh offer, I believe, never was ac* 
cepted, for I neVer heard that it was. 

J^. Do you know Mr. Gerald? 

A. No. 

^ You know nodiing of Mr. Gerald? 

A. No, lam not fure that I ever few him. 

J^. He feems to have been- prefent 4ipon the iSdi of May, 
when you was in the chair ? 

A Very likely> I have attended the meetii^ when die room 
has been tolerably full, and I have' not known three fiuxs 
in it. ....-.•. 

^. Do not you recoUeA being in die chair when Mr. Paine 
fent his letter of the i8th of May, I792> about the profecu- 
tioni 

jf. I do not recoiled that circumftanoe,.but I might. 

J^ If it appears by the Inxrics duit die meeting determined to 
fupport the defence of the profecutioa.of Mr. Paine, when you 
was in the chair, have you anydoubtthat the meeting deiermined 
to fupport Mr. Paine ? 

A. I fhould take it for granted it was (b. 

J^ And this was to fupport him in a profecution for diofe 
parts of the works vrtiich related to the Monarchy of this 
Country? 

A. I radier think atdiat time it was not known what were.die 
parts of his book profecuted. ^ 

^. You think it was not known then what were die parts of 
Us book profecuted ? 

A^ I think fo. 

^ But it tnufl: be know» before the^profecotkm could €om» 
on? 

ATq 
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^. To be fure, 

^ However, if at firft they did not mean to fupport him ia 
that part» at laft cbey muft have meant to Aipport him in that 
part — You have (aid, that if any body had meant to attack the 
Monarchy of this Coan\ryf you would have continued in the 
Society, if it had been only to get them out of it — how came yoa 
to continue in the Society a member widi Paine, after he had 
publiihed fuch books as you iuiow he bad publifhed ( 

A I did not conGder Mr. Paine*s writings as iq the nature of 
a coufpiracy to overturn the Government, but as diicuffions upon 
the fubjed of Government. 

j^. Then upon that ground, that Pained works were difcuf- 
fions upon die fubjed of Government, you meaning not to permit 
any body to continue in the Society, if you could help it, who 
were not attached to the Monarchy of die Country, you not« 
withftanding had no objeAion to afbdate with Mr. Paine in the 
Society, who realbocd upon it in the manner we have heard s 
but, if there had been any thing like a coofpiracy, you wouU 
have ftaid in it to k^ep him out of the Society? 

^. If I had conceived d)at diere was any man in that Society 
a£ting the part of a confpirator, to overturn the Government^ 
I (hould haye thought it my duty^ not only to have oppoied him^ 
but to have removed him, if poffible; and, if his crimes were 
of fuch a nature, to have made it poffible to have brought him to 
juftice, I certainly fhouldhave thought it my duty. 

J^ You were never prefent at the Society foe Conftitutional 
Infonnation, in company with Gerald and Sinclair, aftier they 
had come from Scotland? 

J. I prefume I could not. 

^ Did you ever happen to fee them anywhere elfe? 

jf. I faw Mr. Sinclair ^ I do not remember ieeing Mr. Gerald 
at all. 

j^. Did Mr^ Sindair ftate the proceedings that had been had' 
in the Convention in Scotland ? 

ji i have aorer (een Mr. Siodair, to my recolkaioii, fince 
Spring 1792* 



I 
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^ Did he inform you of what had pafled in the ConveflRioR 
in Scotland ? 

jf. Never ^ I never fiiw Mr* Gtrald, to my knowledge, in my 
life. 

j^. Then I vnderftani yos finsilly to fiiy, diat you' have not 
iKcn at anytof the meeting^ of die Society fince May, 1792, and 
know nothing of their proceedings ? 

A. I have not been at any meetings of the Society fince Aautt 
Aat time; I do not ksow die particuhr date. 

Maj^r Cartwrigl^ 
Re-examinnl by A&v T§ohe^ * 

'^. I think you anTwcpedi that you believed yon *d not 
know me before jrou '£mw me in -fhe Society for Conftitutional 
information? 

J. No, 
" ^ I imdcrftood you to £iy, 4iat you Aippofed you had not 
known me before that time I 

A What I meant to fay was, 'i!hat I thought my knowledge of 
you was after the Society was formed, but it was before I met you 
in the Society; becaufe, I rather incline to think, that you was 
introduced upon my nomination^ and 'that I had requefted you to 
become a member of the Society — ^I dunk Aat was the cafe> but I 
sm not certain. 

^ You have exprefled fe-mucii TcfyeA for me, and confi- 
dence in me, that I need not a(k you now diit queftton, but who. 
Cher, before you had refped for me, and confidence *in me, yoi| 
bad not heard that I had been convidietf of a libel ? 

A Yes, I had 

J^. Whedier yoQ have teti die proceeding in Scodahd, againd" 
Mr. Gerald, and- others? 

A I have only read the trial of Mr. Muin 
« i^. Should you have thought yourfelfdifhonoured,' if, knowr 
ing no other harm of Mr. Muir, whofe trial you have read, yoq 
ihould, -notwidiftanding that eonvidioil, and ihamcfftl punifh- 
ment, afcen/v'ards have ailbciated with him ? 

Mr. 
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Mr. Atfirmj dntraL The queftion muft XKit be put in dmt 

Atr.Tspke. It isdirtdlytayour<yim<iueftion. 
Mr. Attwnej GtruraL I muft not fit here, an officer of pubKc 
juftice in this Country, to hear a queftion put hi that ivay-^ 
* ihameful punKhment" — 

LordQjiefyuJUct Eyre. I really conceived the ymxAJhamiful^ 
Acre, meant ignominious, and difgracing the perfon. 

Mr. Tfoke. Certainly no odier way-^not at all refle£tikig tipoa 
diofe who pai&d die puni(hmcnt 

Mr, Attorney General. Then I am forry for'die interruption. 
I underftood it in a different fenfe, and, in the fenfe in which I 
underftood it, I thought it my duty to take notice of it 

Mr.Tooke. Major Cartwright, I enquired afjoii, and I took 
^ particular inftance, rather than a general one, whedier you^ 
having a refpcBt for me, and confidence in me, though you knew 
(hat I had undergone an ignominious fentence, and having read 
Mr. Muir's Trial, whedier, if you had in other reipe& thought 
him po(r;:fliKi of valuable qualities, you fhould have refrained 
from aflbciating with him, after that ignominious fentence had 
Jieen pronounced? 

LcrJ Chief Juftice Eyre. It is material, as fiu* as regards yoor- . 
felf^ but when you go beyond it, to die cafe of Mr. Muir, you 
go out of the cafe which is now in judgment. 

Mr. Tooke^ I beg your Lordihip to perceive die motive widi 
which I have aikei this queftion, which perhaps may fbew its 
propriety. The Attorney General has crofs-examined Magor 
Cartwright, in order to fix guilt upon me, by fuppoflng that, 
after Paune^s works had been profecuted, I had continued to 
$flbciare widi him. He has attem p ted to fix guilt on me, by fbp- 
pofing me to have affiftcd Mr. Paine's fuppofed poverty, by con- 
tributing to his defence. It is for that reafon, and in anf^r to 
that crofs-examination, that I have aiked Major Cartwright 
thefe qu^ions, not only relative Id rayfelf, but to Mr. Muir^or 
fMiy other peribn who had been conviAed (which Mr. Paineliid 
nut been) of a libel, which would have induced upon him die 
^c ^rt of punifbmentf I aflced die qucftioui in order to ib6w, 
* that 
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that the bulk of mankind rea&n in the £une way— ^^that no guilt 
attaches to a perfon, nor anydifgrace, for having aflfociated with 
a man after he was under profixution. That has been tbc objeft 
cf my queftion. 

Lord ChUfJuJiice Eyre. My opinion is that it is perfe£Uy 
correA for you to enquire with regard to yourlclf^ and alio per- . 
kcXXy corredi to afk any queftions that have an immediate tendency 
to juRify your ailbciating with Mr. PainC) but what this gentlenuut 
would do in the cafe of Mr. Muir has no fuch tendency) and 
therefore it is improper to be introduced, becaufe, by the (amc 
rcafon, you might fpeak of every other man^ who has been con«> 
vi£ted within the laft twenty years. 

Air, Tooke, I meant any man. 

Air. Erjkine. We will now read the Duke of Ridimond's letter 
to Colonel Sharman. 

Mr. Attorney GeturaL You muft call the Duke of Rich- 
mond to prove iL 

Mr, Erjkine* Certainly I am not bound to do that. There 
is a paper which was proved on the trial of Thomas Hardy» 
and has alfo been proved on this trial, to which I wiih to 
point the attention of the Court — the original Addrefs to the 
Nation, by the London Correfponding Society, upon its 
firft inilitution, holding out its objeds to die world, vriiich 
objedh, the Sheffield Society infift upon, they continued in, in 
anfwer to the letter fent them b^ the London Correfponding 
Society, that dates their objedl in fo'many w^rds, thus-*^ Lay-* 
^ ing afide all pretenfions to originality, we claim no other merit 
^ than that of re-confidcring and verifying what has already been 
^ urged in our common caufe, by the Duke of Richmond ^*'— 
and, my Lord, that is not all, for the Attorney General, within 
live minutes from, the time I am now addreffing your Lord(hip» 
has laid an argumentative llrcfs, through the channel of the crofs-i 
examination 

Mr. Attorney General I defire die queftion may be put imme* 
diately to the Duke of Richmond. 

Mr. Erjkine. You will (ce that I do not want the Duke of 
Richmond to prove what I h^ld in my band The Attorney 

General) 
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General) through the courie of his examtnation, was imputiiq; 
guilt to the gentleman whom I am defending, becaule die Con* 
ftitutionil Society, of which be was a member, received twelve 
aflbciated members from the Sheffield Society, amongft whom 
Mr. Attorney Geoeral read, widun five minutes paft, the name 
of Broomhead diat Broomhead has been examined as a witncft 
for the Crow n" 

L9ri Chief Juftiie Byre. All this is obfervation. 

Mr. Erjkine. No ; the Attorney General oppofes my reading 
diis letter to Colonel Sharauuu 

Mr. JhUrmy GeneraL I do not mean to interrupt Mn 
Erfldne ; but I do beg the Court will be fo good as not to per- 
mit obiervations upon evidence. 

Mr. Erjkine. I am not malcing obfervadons, but I am ar- 
guing my right, which I underftood to be oppofed, to read diia 
letter. 

Mr. Atterntf Genefah lAj friend underftands it to be op- 
pofed, when I £iy it is not oppofed* 

Mr. Erjkine* I underftood you to fay that I muft prove it by 
the Duke of Ridunond. I am arguing duit I am not obliged 
lo do that : this printed paper is marked by the Clerk of Ar« 
faigns, as the phn upon which die witnels &id they went. 

Lord Chief Jyjlice Eyre. I diink the letter has been fhewn 
to ibme of the witnefles, and has been proved to be a paper con- 
taining diat plan upon which they went, and therefore it may be 
read« 

Mr. Gibks. I affirm that it was ; for I myfelf gave it to the 
witnefe, and then gave it to Mr. Shelton to mark it. 

Mr. Attmuy GeneruL Without more intemipdon it would 
have iaved time if Mr. Erikine would have had die goodneft 
to have (aid to us — diis letter vras fhewn to Broomhead, and 
dierefore I ofier it as evidence. 

{Letter fr$m bis Grace the Duke of Richmond^ to Lieutenant 
Colonel Sbarmany dated Auguji I5di, 1783, read.) 

{Vide Hardfs Triah vol. 4, page 4.] 
V01.U. C His 
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His Grace the Duke of kichmndj (fworn) 
Examined by Jir. Erjkine^ 

^ 1 have only die lame queftion t0 put to your Gnttc that 
was put on the fbnncr trial : your Grace then flated thit thc« 
had been fpuribus copies aS the letfeeri then produced t» you. 
This copy has been compared with a copy then produced by 
your Grace — ^Have you that copy with you I 

A. I have. 

i^. Your Grace has no reafoa tx> think diere is any HA* 
ference in hearing it read f 

A^ I havenot* 

Mr. Erjkine. As I think it is my du^ to make the evidenov 
as inteUigible as poflible, the letter of the Duke of RtchmoiHL 
to Colonel Sharman, in fiivour of Annual Parliaments and Uni- 
verfal Suffrage^having been now read, I propofe to read a letter to 
Lord Aihburton^ written and puUiibed by Mr. Tookc^ in 
which — though I am fure every nuui) who has heard the letter: 
juft read, muft have great refpeA for the author of it«--Mr^ 
Tooke differed in opinion from the Duke of Richmoiid; it is 
the letter from which extrads were read hft nighty in die courib 
of my addoeis to the Jury.^ Call Mr. John Dd>relt • 

[.Mr. Debritt did not inmudiately a^^n} 

Mr. Attorney GemraL I cannot have a- doubt that any paper-' 

produced by Mr. Tooke, or Mr. £r(kine, is capaUe of proof ;^ 
but what I wiih to know is, upon what principle the works of 
a gentleman, in a former part of his life, are evidence in fudi m 
caufe as this* With refpedl to this book produced hithcitoi. 
die Duke of Richmond's letter, one of the witneflbs, who wM 
an aflbciated member of the Society for Conftitudonal Infer-* 
mation^ has ftated, that that was the plan upon whidi they 
Sidicd \ and therefore it is necellary to introduce that in the 
caufe. Mr. Paine*s books have been read, becaule, in the booka 
of the Society for Conftitutional Information, there are a vaft 
number of entries whidi conned them> as -we fubpiit, with the 
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pubUihing of Oat book i but I do not fiod^ iii any filing thai 
h a ^y a pafled, any alluiion to the publication now ftated; 

Mr. Erjktm. It is his declaration in writing; 

Mr^ To$ii. I raAer beliere the Bendiy and even the Attor« 
ney Generals will think I can eafily make it admifibte upon 
bis own principle^ and upon his own pradice. The loofenefi 
of that eridewie, by which the book of Mr. Paine was intro^ 
duced a day or two ago, will enable me (even though the pub^ 
liflier (hould not appear) I belieVe, upon the fame ground^ to 
introdooe this; for that was introduced upon the fuppofition 
that it was the fiune as was generally known to be circulated^ 
and that there were none of the fiune kind but of diat fort. 

L^rJ dief Juft'ut Eyre^. They do not obje£l upon that 
ground. 

Mr^ T$9ke. Upon die other ground, whidi I come to next^ 
I think it will be ftill caiter for me, becaiife the indidment charges 
that divers book% pamphlets^ letters^ declarations^ and wri- 
tings were puUilhed; aiid I do not know how many more under 
die word ^ JUmtrsi^ it is fakxife diat all the libraries crf^ £u^ 
rope mi^t have been brought in evidence againft me. This is 
li dcclkfatiQn, a panqiUeti a b^k, it is any diing dmt you pieafi^ 
contained under that wml ^ divets ;'* and as others were intro^ 
duced) durt were written and made by other peiibnS) bccaufe 
they were metllbers of a Society to which I mi|^tt or might 
not bekmgi or were conneded with feme Society to which I did 
belong, and therefore were to operate againft me ; this is a ds* 
dandoD of my own, which, furely, is as dear a decbu^tion of 
nay mind^ as diofe papers are of die anind of fome odier perfons, 
who were coanefted with fome other perfons, with whom I 
might ponMy he conneAed* 

Mr^ Jn$rwfj GifiiraL I Audi be very glad to know how Mf. 
ErftJne makes it evidence. 

A^. Br/kirn* I have only to (ay, that it i4)pcars to me the 
dcareft^ propofidoo in die world. What is die courfe of the 
evidence that we are now offerir^ to your Lordlbip, part of 
which has been received, and the Court cannot, without dc^ 
jpartiiig froia^diat ponfiftgncy, which it never will depart from, 
... C 2 (hut 
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ihut out this evidence, after having heard what it has abcady 
heard. 

We did not confine our examination of Major Cartwright to 
an examination of that gendeman as a member of the Conftitu- 
tional Society, but as a man who knew Mr. Tooke in private 
life — who was acquainted with his principles, and his 0|»nioiii 
upon political fubjcfts. If an owrt-adk of rebellion were proved 
upon Mr. I'ooke, I (houU ftrll think fuch evidence admiffibic; 
but I (Iiould think it very weak indeed ; as I agree widi the So- 
licitor General, that in Lord Lovat's cafe it amonnled to tm 
evidence at all, where » man is taken in/lagrante ietiSi^^ wbere 
a man is taken in open rebellion, to ofFer evidence erf* his loyal 
principles ; but when you want to argue a man into an intention 
to rebel \ when you wi(h to argue a man by his own writings 
and an approbation of the writings of others, into an intencioa 
to fubvert the Conftitution of the kingdom ; when, by oonflruc- 
don and inference, (very vague inference I think) yon are toar* 
guc Mr. Tooke into the guilt of meaning, not a Refonn of re^ 
prefentation in the Houfe of Commons, which he lays was his 
intention, and which Major Cartwright, who knew hb fenti- 
jnents, faid was his intention. When the Attorney General 
means to argue that from all that Mr. Tooke has fiuifUoncd, as 
written by others, he meant to go further than the Duke of 
Richmond meant, cannot I rebut that inference, by (hewing 
that he meant to go even fliort of what the Duke of Ridimaiid 
meant ; and is it to be prcfumed, or is it to be fuppofed^ in any 
cafe — I will u(c your Lordfliip's own language, which is better 
than any which I can ufe— ^ that he who undertakes to make 
*^ out that the oftcniible purpofe is a mere veil, that a man means 
^ differently from that which he cxprefTcs his meaning to bc^ 
^ muft do it in a manner te fatisiadory, as that it is impoffible 
« to doubt the intention to be different ; for that it is contrary 
*' to all fair principle, and contrary to human life fo to reafon." 

Then if the animus is the caufe, (and what elfe is the caufe?) 
if the Trcafon is in the mind— as in the mind it mufl be, if die 
oveft-a6l be the mani reflation of that Treafon--4iave I not a 
right (and what was the whole trial of Mr. Hardy, but the ex.- 

crciie 
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oxifc of that right) to rebut the inference vaUat quantum^ vaUn 
potejl, — ^I do not mean to by that Mr. Tooke, or any body clfc, is 
acquitted upon my producing any given weight of evidence, but 
if you do not produce any one paper which you younelf fay is 
an overt-o^ and you have proved divers papers approved of by 
my Client, interfpcuAed with interlineations by him, or any other 
(pecies of approbation of writings compoied by others, may I 
not rebut that prefumption by the very evidence I am producing* 

What is the anfwer i The anfu^r is this — a man may have 
had thcfe intentions, and may have had thcfe opinions at the 
time when this book was puhliihcd, and he may foriake diole 
intentions, and he may takt up others at a later period, and 
confpire by force to carry them into execution. He may do fo^ 
but we are examining into the probability whether he did fo, 
and I am not to (lop here, my evidence is a chain, confiftii^ 
of many links— not fo many links as the Attorney General's 
evidence confifts oC ^ not to disjointed as his links are** 
but all imited togcxher, taking up this gentleman in the year 
I J 80, as a man not going fo far as the noble perfon who wrote 
diat booie;, but differing with that noUe pedbn^ highly refped- 
ing him as the author of the book ; and every man, I think) 
who hears it read, mull re(jped the work and the author of it^ 
although he may differ {as I have exprefled my own difference) 
in the univer£dity of that reprefentation and (uffh^e^-^I may, 
like my Client, ftop at Hounflow when another man is going ' 
to Windibr — I mean to contend, and I give the Attorney Ge- 
neral notice of it, that this is circumftantial evidence ifi order to 
decypher the mind of die gentleman at the bar, and to (hew that 
he is not that fidfe trai^r which this indiwlment diarges him to 
be ffoui hi$ approbation of die|e books, which are not laid to bis 
charge as Specific crimes upon this record^ but laid as maoi* 
fefbtions of his intentions, and that they were publiibed by 
him with intention to fubvert the Govemmept of die Country. 

Your Lordfhip is already acquainted with the contents of this 
book— I ihall fuppofe that Mr. Debrptt were here (and the 
x>bjeclion to his not being here is I underftand waved) fuppofe 
I were to by to Mr. Debrett, did Mr. Tookc come to yoii 
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ind aflc you to publifh this bode for hhn i He didwDId joa 
read the manufcript ? I did. — ^Did you converfe widi him upon 
^e contents of it i I did.— Did Mr. Tqoke tril you that tiieft 
were his opinions ? He did. If that is not evidence, yoiir 
Lordfhip muft fcore out of your bool; every thing you have 
been taking down this morning, for what elfe has Major Cart- 
wright been examined to, except a few things that related to die 
Conftitutional Sopiety. Upon what other principle was an ho- 
nourable friend of mine (Mr, Francis) examined in favour, of 
Mr. Hardy? 

Then we come to this mqft monftrous propofition, thai 
though Mr. Debrett might have been examined as a vintneis 
to a conyerfation with Mr. Tooke, expreflive of his fentiments 
as found in this book, yet it is not to be evidence when it is 
publiflied to the whqle world. Let us paufe a little, and fee 
what this propoiition is, and how it will be maintained. The 
objed of all this is to prove diat you mean to obtain a fub- 
verfion of the Government, by infeAing the minds of others 
with falfe principles of Cpvemment, by infufing into the public 
a diflike to their own Conftitution, and thereby at laft to be 
able to effc&. your traitorous purpofc by the moft powerful 
engine of human force, that which is beyoiid all arms, the 
power of univerfal opinion, which moft undoubtedly no Go- 
vernment that ever cxifted could ftand againfl:. Then if that 
be fo, what fays law, and what £iys common fcnie, which is 
the parent of all hw ? — Why, that a man who has that traitorous 
purpofe, can never in the fame breadi be publifliing a book 
which (hews he is not of that mind, diat he conceives diat wfaidi 
has been publiftied by another ai^thor, however honourable, is 
mtftaken, and that his principles are not of the fame fort. I 
have Ihewn, and it is my objeft to (hew, that Mr. Tooke wrote 
diis hcnafide. — How io I fheyr it ? I do not fay the book fhews 
it, but that it is inconfifixrnt with human belief, and oppofcs the 
whole courfe of human experience, that a man who wants to 
accomplifli a purpofe by the agency of others, that purpofc 
being fpccifically a criminal purpofe, /hould tell the whole 
public that he himfelf if not a friend to that purpofe he wi/heS 
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itg acconpliih. Why then at a much hter ptrioi Yhan Hjii 
publication of this book, which was in 1782, Majcrr Cirtwrighf 
iays Mr.Tooke was a firm, fteady, iAftexiUe man to his oji^ 
nions. Was he A man likely to lay down an opinion one day, 
take it up aaothec^ and lay it down again upon a ftird? Why 
is not the chanAer of a mati etidenee i If he did not diange 
.fiiofeopiirfoQSy is that not tridence to fiiew be was not a mao 
likely to change? 

If a man is aocufed of a*crinlc^ do not 3rou exanune liis di^ 
raAer as relative to that crime ? If a man is accufed of an tm«r' 
natural crime, do you aflc if he pays his debts ? He may be a 
monfter, and yet pay his debts. No, you aflc to his cfaaftity, 
to his morals. If a than is aecufed of a robbery, you afk 
iqueftions analogous to the nature of the dnrge«-^I (peak to « 
moft honourable peifon upon the bench, who lately tried M& 
fiirefoy ibr the murder of Colond Roper in a duel. What 
were the quaftions aftfd as to his charai£lef. Were they wheAer 
lie was a good oCcer? Drilled his company well? Was l weff 
bred man^ Whether be paid his diAts? No, but WhetJher' be 
was a mitti of bumankyf A gentleman came firom a great 
^ftance totefHfy that hutaMUiity^iras the paramount xrharaAeriftic^ 
•f his difpolition. ^ Why d^en, if inflex3>ility, if firmnefi, if flea-*- 
idineft be die^dmraAeriflic of this gentleman^s mind; and if the 
jcrime impu^ to him be that he has either confpired to lery war 
|;enendly, of which I read fomediing upon the record, againft 
the King, or Aat he conffnred to levy it in die particular mode» 
|)ointed 9^ by this indi£bneot; that is to fi^, by holding a 
Convention, with die intent ihat duit Convention when aflem- 
bled, fltouU fubvert by violence die happy conftitution of this 
Jcingdom; diat he fbould bring about all this purpoTe by all 
thefe books and pamphlets, which diough fome of them may 
be, and undoubtedly were libels, they were not eidier publifhed 
or approved of by Mr. Tookc, have 1 noi: a n^ to i>egativ« 
even the foundation of the evidence ? 

Does the Attorney General mean to argue duut diis evidence 
h conclttfive ? Suppofe I mean to fay your evidence is felfe, 
Ugm which you wiih to infer that Mr^ Tooke fiiw aH diofi^ 
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ktin^ from Norwich, Mauicheftvr, Sheffield, or any where die, 
without debating the quality of them, why .1 have a right to 
vfc this evidence two ways \ to negative the probabihty of his 
feeing tbefe letters at aUj or, if he is fuppofed Id have feen 
them, and to be implicated in their contents, to negative die 
traiterous purpofe which conftitutcs the charge upon this icconL 

In the name of the prifoner and the Conftitution of this 
Country, I call upon your Lordihips never to forget diat we 
are not here upon the trial of a Libel, but we are here upon a 
trial for Treafon, in compaffing die death of the King — that 
no evidence is relavant which does not go to that point} that 
the evidence which your Lordihip has admitted is, that die 
mind of the man may be fiftcd, and upon no other principle 
can the Attorney General ftand up to make his reply to the 
Jury. 

I am not charging my honourable and wordiy friend diQ 
Attorney General, widi meaning to (but out any things which 
for the moment his own confcience does not tell him he has a 
right to doi but I am arguing it fiurly, and I cinnot help 
(aying>. it appears to me that this is one link of a long diain of 
evidence which I purpofe to give, and which your Lordihip, in 
conformity to your paft oonduft in the caufe, told Mr« Tooke, 
in my hearing this morning, after he had explained the nature 
of that evidence, you fliould liften to with an indulgent ear, of 
which I have no manner of doubt, and dierefbre the ooty queftioq 
i s ■ ■■ 

Lord Chief Juftict Eyre. I &id nothing of fpeqific evidence, 

Mr. Erjkine. Your Lordfbip, no doubt, cKprefied every 
evidence that was competent to be received — I am, therefore^ 
not arguing what efFed this ought to have upon your Lord* 
ibip's mind when received, or what effed upon die minds of 
the Jury when received, but sm merely upon the queftian of 
die admiffibility of it, and your Lordfiiip muft allow me to iay, 
that it is conceded to me, that this is a book aAually written by 
Mr. Tooke, written in his doTet, when compofed, carried to a 
bookfeller, printed, and by his order put into circulation in diQ 
world by that bookfeller. 

I put 
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I pot it ditts— Would this have been evidenoe for the Attor- 
ney Geoeralf fuppofing this had been a letter written by Mr. 
Tooke, at any tiine after he had (hewn all the proof he has of 
the overt-aAsy in order to ihewdiat this gentleman's difpofxtions 
were never monarchical, that he was a republican from hit 
birtb, could the Attorney General have produced any thing 
written and publiflied by the pn(bner i I conceive there can be 
no doubt be ooukL Have you not received in evidence a letter , 

agreed upon at Chalk Farm, when Lovett was in the chair, I 

whom I undertake to prove Mr. Tooke never (aw, till he iaw 
him in the Tower. ] 

Shall my client be loaded widi all the inferences arifing from 
letters, written by men whofe exiftence he never heard all 
Shall it be open to the Attorney General to pfoduce writings 
at any time to (hew Mr. Tookc's difpofitions ? What, for in- 
ftance, bas his ofiering four thoufiind livres to France, at a time 
that this nation was at peace, to do with the overt-a£l upon the « 

record, but upon this principie, in order to (hew that Mr« 
Tooke was interefted in the pro(perity <^ France, that he wifli- 
ed ber to prevail againft the furrounding Defpocs invading her, 
England then being a neutral nation, and from thence argu« 
mentatively inferring that we were, forfoodi, to take our fyflem 
of liberty frgm the Frendi. Then, if that be fo, I wifh td 
meet it, there are two fides in a cau(e, the prifoner muft be 
beard, as well as die Crown, and I cannot conceive that there 
is a proportion more clear upon earth, dian that this, as a link 
in the dain of that evidence^ is admiffible upon the foodi^ that 
it is a declaradon, not of Mr. Tooke to an individual, but a 
more important declaration, a dechration to die whole public^ 
In the Ifldft caufe a Mr. Groves proved that Mr. Tooke ftood 
up in a public roo m 

Mr. SMtit&r GmeraL Not in th» caufe. ^ 

Mn ErfitiMi. The laft caufe was tried by diis Court, and, ^ 

iberefore^ it is a precedent which I may nice to, as much as I 
may refer to any other precedent in the books, and I can refer 
to it with more cfie^ becaufe it is more analogous to the 
bufineft in band, becauii: it wis decided by die £une Judges, 
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and -l^ccauTe it muft be in the memory of the Courts— Upon' Aait 
trial Groves was aiked, whether Mr. Tooke did not in a public 
room fay fo and To — What is that but a dedsrailon to m great 
^«fiany pcrfons, and where is the difference between a dedaratioB 
by parol, to a great number of perfons, and a declantioa in 
writing to a much greater number of perfons, extending to the 
whole of the public, which) it is fuppofed, he utfended to oor« 
rupt by the circulation of writings of an oppafite tendency tm 
<hat which I offer in evidenced 

I (hall bow with the greateft rdpeft and huimlity to whatever 
judgment your Lordihip fhall pronounce upon this fiibjcd; mi 
I have no doubt my client will) and ought to be Satisfied with 
the judgment of the Court, becaufe every riian nought to be 
Atisfied with die juftice diat is adminiftered to him in the 
Country in which he is a fulled;. But when J compare thit 
evidence^ with the reft of the evideoce admitted by your Loidr 
ihip, when I have had reaftn to fee how p ei fe£H y that princW 
pie of evidence is underftood hyAe Court, as ever/; principle 
of evidence muft be underftood by a Court, fiOed w;^jth fe much 
learning as diis is, I caonot permit myfdf to doubt far one me^ 
ment that a piece of evidence^' which, after the experience wa 
have hid in the proiefEon, iippears to us to be open to no object 
ition that can be ftated, and infifted upoo witii efie^ will bv 
admitted by your Lordfhipa. 

Mr. Gihbt. I ihall trouble your Locdlhip with a very fenF 
words, after die way in which Mr. Erfkinehas argued this.--— The 
^ueftion your LoHftiip is trying is, whether Mr. Tooke \a» 
heen guilty of compailing die King's deadi. One of the overt 
afts ftated is that he agreed to the calling a Convention for the 
purpofe of depofing the King; there is no proof that he agreed 
to calling a Convention for that purpofe, I mean no direct proof 
•of it; but the gentlemen on the other fide, in order to give that 
colour to an act, the exiftence of v^ich is proved, that he racx 
with others who agreed lo the calling a Convention, in order to 
give a colour to that, ai^ to fljew that his intention was, that 
that Convention, when called, fliould proceed to depofe the 
King, they go through the hiftorj- of His life, they give evidence 



of his dedarations, the^ give evidence of his a£b, and not only 
diat, but-diey give evidence of 0ie a£l$ and declarations of any 
man in diis kingdom, for the purpofe of proving Aat fuch a 
confpriracy exifted, and that Mr, Tooke was a partner in that 
confpiraqr. 

Now, in the firft place, does not common juftice, and doe« 
not common reafon require, that if they mean, by entering into 
die genera) life of Mr. Tooke, to give colour to a particular aft 
of his which is indifferent in itfelf, if diey mean, by the hiftory 
of his general life, to (hew that the tendency of that aft was 
Criminal as they haye ftated— does not Common juftice, docs 
not common reafon, and does not common honefty require that 
Mr. Tooke ihould be permitted to give in evidence thofe paC- 
(ages of his life, whiph he diinks (hew that this aft has a con- 
trary tendency, and to ihev^ from thofe afts diat his principles 
are incompatible with what they impute to him ? This which 
we ofier in evidence Is an aft| a public aft of Mn Tooke's, it 
is more thaii a mere declaration ; but fuppofing we were only 
oSecing evidence of what Mr. Tooke declared, What has been 
the conduft of the Attorney General, in condufting diis pro- 
fecution, from the beginning to die end f What was the conduft 
of the Attorney General in die cale of Mr. Hardy ? Did he 
hot give fmijlar evidence from die beginiung to the end? Is my 
client to be affefted by the declaradon of third perfcms, in order 
to fhew that he is criminal ; and is he not to have the benefit of 
every declaradon of his own, from die beginning of time, at 
leaft as hx back as he has exifted? When other fiifts exifl, 
when other declarations can be proved to have been made, when 
odier afts have been done which will give to this aft, indiiFerent 
in itfelf, a tendency, direftly contrary to that which they wifH 
to give to it, (hall we not be permitted to produce it ? 

Mr. Erflcinc properly obferved, that when Major Cartwright 
was called, he was qucflioned to afts of Mr. Tooke's life, he 
was aflced not only to what palled at the meetings of thofe 
gocieries, but to converfations with Mr- Tooke, to the princi- 
ples of Mr. Tooke as they vrere to be coHefted from diofe con- 
yerlations \ that evidence was eivcn^ and it was not objcftcd to ; 

.perhaps 
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perhaps the learned gentlemen will (ay it was unobjected to 
becaufe they did not advert to it. Their learning and their ia- 
gacity renders it iinpoilible that that fliould be credited. I am 
liirc that if an objeaion had exifted to the manner in which we 
<picftioncd Major Cartwright, their learning would have Ihewn 
diem that the objection exifted, and their iagacity would have 
led them to the difcovery of iL But did not the eight days trial 
of Hardy, coiifift of this fort of examination — l^he whole of 
the prifoncr's caic was of that fort — I venture to lay there were 
twenty witneflcs called, who were conftantly examined by my 
friend and me, to what had been Mr. Hardy's declarations 
npon the fubjects of Government, and what were his 
principles with refpect to the Conftitution. And this ibrt of 
examination is not confined to this cafe. I am not pre- 
pared to cite particular cafes at prcfent, but. your Lordfhip's 
memory will fuggcll to you many cafes in the State Trials, 
which will aflure you, that I am not citing cafes that do 
not cxift. I recollect the caf<? of Lord Ruftel, Doctor Biir- 
net, as I remember, who was one of the witnefles for Lord 
RufTel, was afked what had been Lord Rufll-rs declarationS| 
with refpect to his loyalty — and I remember one of thofe men 
who w;is hard preiTcd, I think by JefFries, I believe it was 
one of thofe concerned in the Rye-houfe plot, was afked as to 
any declarations of loyalty that he had ever heard come from 
du: prifoner's mouth ; and be was crofs-examined, not only by 
Counfel, but by the Court; and crofs-examined particularly as 
to where thofe declarations of loyalty bad been uttered, in what 
company, whether in the company of friends or of enemies. 

Now, was that a condufl the Court would have held, if they 
thought the queftion ought not to be put at all ? They would 
have (aid, it matters not what your declarations of loyalty have 
been, the queftion is, whether you are guilty of the crime im« 
puted to you, but as to your declarations they are not evidei^:« 
for you. On the contrary, the Court examined to the ticndency 
of thofe declarations, examined to the time at which they were 
■lade, examined as to the circumftances under which they were 
made, to the cpmpany in which they were made i all of which 
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fs perfedly inconfiftent with an opinion in the Court, that the de- 
corations were not evidence at all. Hien, if general dcdara* 
tions of loyalty are evidence for a man who is accufed of High 
Trtaibn, how much more muft a public t£t of his be evidence 
CO the fame purpofe i 

Your Lordfhip will obfenre, the Attorney General mere!/ 
made his objeiSHon, and defired he might hear us before he 
addreiled the Coiirt> wc have thefefbrc no argument to anfwer; 
the Attorney General has affigncd to the Court, in making this 
ob}e£Hon, no one reafon whatever upon which he founds it, and 
dierefore I have nothing from the Attorney General to anfwer; 
I have only to ftate to your Lordfliip diofe principles of law, 
diofe authorities in other cafes, and thofe decriiohs, or at leaft 
acquiefcences, in this cafe, which feem to me to effablifli the 
principle that this which we offer is evidence. Upon dnt 
ground I hope the Court will receive it. 

A/r. Jhtwrney General. I (hall certainly be go%'emed by yo«r 
Lordfliip's opinion upon the fad. Mr. Gibbs (ays he has heard 
Tiodiing upon the fubjed from the Attorney General.—— 

Mr. Gibks, You mifunderftand me.— The courfe of thnigi 
ts, when you take an objefHon^ that you argue it firft, that ws 
anfwer you, and that you reply. In this cafe^ you take the ob- 
jeAion, you give us nothing to anfwer; then, if you argue it 
in your reply, wc have no opportunity to anfwer it. 

Afr. Attorney General. I have not the leaft objection to ycat 
reply. 

Mr. Gibbs. Then it is very well. 

Mr. Attorney General. Your Lordfliip will recoiled in what 
way diis comes before the Court. This book is produced as a 
book publiOied in the year 1782, by the gentleman now at the 
bar, and a witnefs was propofed to be called to prove the pub« 
Kcation of it by that gentleman. I ftated to the Court what, 
pcriiaps, upon public principle, I ought to regret that I have 
ftated, Chat I Ihould di^penfe with the prododion of the witne6 
to prove the publication. And I tell your Lordfliip why I do 
it, becaufe I perceive that every ditng that is mere matter of 
indulgence; and^ to iavc the time of cfae Court, is argued upon 

after- 
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aftcrwarils, as affording a principle upon which evidence is to 
be admitted, if an objection is taken. 

What Mr. Erfldne iays is certainly true, the prifi)ner is to 
be heard ; I iky that, in this Country, every prifixier is heard; 
and I do not like that fort of obfervation, unkls the gendeman wiU 
go further, and (ay that he is not heard ; great care is taken Ait 
he fliould be heard. Having been heard upon it, and hairing 
ftated my objedion, I defired alTo that Mr. Erfkine would be 
lb good as to ftate the ground upon vriiich he conceived it to bf 
evidence; and I am now rifmg to offer to your Lordfliip a 
very few rcafous for thinking that it is not evideiKe ; meining 
to lay again, that I have no anxiety about die decifion upon diit 
point of evidence, any more than I have about the refult of the 
caulc itielf, except that I may, according to the heft of my 
judgment, do my duty to the public in the fituation in which I 
ftand. If it (hall be your LcMrdfhip's opinion that this is evi- 
dence, it will go down as a precedent to pofterity with infinitdy 
more authority belonging to it than if it had been admitted 
merely upon my confent; and it will be, dierefore, for the be» 
nefit of the public, that the objection Ihould be taken. I take 
Jcave alio to (ay now, that I %vill not trouble your Lordflup 
with one fingle word upon the effed of the evidence. I will not 
afifwcr what has been ftated about the infinite number of links 
of the chain in the evidence which has been offered on die port 
<)f the profecution, nay, not even to oblerve, that thefe links are 
fo far from infinite, that, as far as I have heard of them of laiB^ 
they are but few in number. 

It is ftated, that in the cafe of my Lord Lovat evidence of 
diis fort could not be received.—* 

Mr. Erjkine. I did not fay, could not be received; but, would 
have no fort of weight when received. 

Mr. Attcrnej GemraL If my learned friend puts it iiv I bav^ 
no further obfcrvation to make upon that cafe. But I caepot 
conceive, that if Lord Lovat could have been proved |o be the 
author of five hundred books upq^ the law of Treafbn, and 
againft levying war againft the King, . it would have been 
pofibk %.him io jiav^ g%:ed.ip vijficva puhlicatioos of dvit 
. " fort. 
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(>rt, after the evidence for Ac Crown had been beard to prart 
— -I do not fay to eftabli(h ly a verdi6t» for it is never taken in. 
ihat fenfe to be proved till Ac Jury have given their ter* 
did ; but after witnefles had been heard to depofe, that Lord 
XiOvat was a£haUy found in the field of battle, warring againft 
his SovereigDy it could not poffibly be consended in (uch a caiir 
ihat that evidence could have been received. 

With refped to the cafe of Mr* Purefby, it appears to me 
cxa6Uy die fune^ There could be do doubt, unqueftionably, 
that iriien a perfon is darffd vrith thas ijpecies of murder which 
is occafiooed by ducllingf or when dnrged with any other fpecie^ 
cf murder, diat jovk may call witnefles to prove his general ha- 
mane cfaaraAer^ but wcuM it have been competent to call 
witnefles to prove, that, ten years before, he had wrote a book* 
againft duelling, and dierefore the Jury is to acquit him of (he" 
k& of the duel^ which was depofed to on the part of the 
profccution? 

My learned friend £iys, that the prifoner is not charged with 
die publication of libels ; I do moft diflin£Uy admit it ; and E" 
defire it to be mofl ftdly underftood, that if the indiAment 14 
not brought home to the prifoner to the extent of the chargcF 
contained in that indi&nent, this Court and the Jury hav# 
nothing to do with any odier charge* But when my l^acnetf 
friend mention s o r, I believe it was the gentleman at the bar/ 
who fiated it very fhongly— that the indiament ilatet divert 
books, pamphlets, letters, inftruftions, refolutions,. et <€ieri\ iiri 
citing the fubjeds of our Lord the King to come to thif Coi^ 
Yentidn. And when the mdidment alfo ftates divct9«'*beoks^ 
pamphlets, letters, inftru£tioi»,, refolutions, orders, -Adflrefle^ 
and writings^ in another oirert ad^ ibted in die indidntent^ tiJF 
which little notioe has ever yet been taken, did mean to %rin^ 
i^NNit a o o n^iiracyto fubvert die Govemmeiit and to dep&(>ft9 
King (whedier proved or not kwiil be for the Jury tojud|ge%f 
and by)i which rnuft go t0 the Jury, even if diey fiiould be 
#f epiftion dial this Convention was not the mean to brings- 
Aottt die end charged in the indidment. I mean to contend^ 
dkr if I iMife pmrcd due ^^^m ktiers, fnOniaions^ refohi« 
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ts he underftood, fnom converfation with Hardy. Hardy would 
have been contented that the prayer of that petition ihould go» 
ThatwasafaA, in the courfe of the tran&dion which was then 
before the Court) and that was part of the conduct of the pri^^ 
foner, in the very article of his conduct as an afibciated member 
of the London Correfponding Society^ expkining to Mr. Francis 
thq objeA of that very identical meafure to which we had, in the 
profecution, imputed a criminal intent, and fupported diat cri"* 
minal intent by a great deal of evidence which was to go to the 
Jury* That appears to me moft perfectly diftind from the prefent 
queftion* 

As to the proceedings at Chalk Farm, my friend aflcs, upon 
what ground was that admitted ? Your Lordfliip recoileds^ 
that, upon the 27th of March, 1794, the London Correfponding 
Society (ent a letter about a Convention, (of what fort is for the 
Jury to decide by and by) which conuins certain refolutbns, 
which refolucions, in the very terms of them, (ay, that there is 
to be a Convention, not of Delegates of the Societies, but of 
the people, by Delegates from the Societies } and, in the com«* 
munication of thofe refolutions, it is added, that they (the 
Correfponding Society) are to have a meeting upon the 14th of 
April, 1794. Then the proceedings of the 14th of April, 17949 
—the proceedings of the afibciated members, in the courfe of 
this, which, as profecutor — always meaning to fubmit that 
queftion to the Jury, but which, as profecutor, I am bound to 
call a traitorous confpiracy, till diey, by their authority, have 
told me I ought no longer to call it fo. The proceeding, 
therefore, of the 14th of April, is a proceeding in the courfe 
of that very tran£ifiion, it is an intermediate proceeding between 
the communication of the purpofe of a Convention, and the com- 
pletion of that purpofe, as I call it: they appointed a Committee 
of Correfpondence and Co-<^ration, by thofe refolutions, a cor- 
re^ed draft of which was found in the prifoner's hand-writing. 

My friends take another objedion to the letter offering four 
thonfand livres to the French. Here are papers found in the 
cuftody of the gentleman at the bar, at the time when diat 
gefitleman is a member of the Conftitutional Society, which bad 
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eorrefponded (according to the evidence) with the Jaccbihs iii 
France — correfponding with the Jacobins when that country had 
a King — which was correfponding at the very time to which thefe 
letters, by the contents of them, refer, with the National Con- 
venVion in France, when that country ccafed to hav^e a King, a 
fubfcription going forward in the Conftitutional Society, as the 
witnefles have depofed— this letter was in the cuffodyofdie pri- 
foner, relating to that very (utrfcription, and ftating, when ad- 
dreffing the National Convention of France, without a King, 
that the caulc of France and England is a common cauie, is Ae 
famecauie. But, beyond that, my friend will recolleft the coo- 
' ne6lion of that fetter with the immediate traniaAion, from diis 
circumftance, that, before that was offered, a letter was given in 
evidence, of the 8th of Auguft, from Hardy, and another from 
IVlargarot, in which they ffate, tor the gentleman at die bar, a 
qucftion, to defirc to know his thoughts about a (afe communi- 
cation with rcfpcA tu France ; and then, there is aR erwards en- 
tered, upon the books of the Society for Conftitutional Inftr* 
mation, that Addreis, which begins with the words * Frendi- 
^ men, while foreign robbers'* — and which has this paflag^— 
The EletSlor of Hanover may do as he pleafiss, but, if the 
King of Great Britain fiiould forget this, we will not; and 
"which concludes with a paflage to which the attention of dft 
Jury muft be called by and by, I will lay nothing about Ae 
effecl of it at prefent. 

A paper is foimd in the cuftody of the gentleman at the bai:» 
which, whether meant as his o\vnaddrefe, or the addrefe offtme 
other perfons, it Is for the Jury to decide preientljr. Thrife 
livres were fcnt to the National Convention of France, to oppok 
the tyrants who had dared, or fhould dare, ta attempt their liberties, 
even if they were of the country of the perfon that is proved t» 
have written that pnper. It is upon thefe grotmds I take that 
paper clearly to be evidence in the courfe of the tranfiifHoiv and 
connected with every part of it. 

Then it is faid by Mr. Gibbs, if this is the cafe, yoo nttf 
give evidence of the declaration of any man in diis kingdoou 
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. Mr. Gihhi. I did not iky you might have done \ I ^d^ I undef^ 
Rood you had done fo» 

Mr. Attorney GimraL I tay agaln^ I hope to condud myiel^ 
throughout thefe caufes, with temper> becaufe I know it is mf 
^uty that I (hould do fo^ I labour under a miftake quite inex* 
plicable to my own mind, if I haVe offered evidence of any man 
in this kingdom, whofe declarations, upon the principles o( 
legal evidence, can properly be objeSed to« I have oiFered the 
declarations pf perlbns combmed in this^ which I call, without 
prejudice, to the queftion, whether I call it truly fo or npt-iM 
which I call a confpiracy^ the declaradoos pf members aflo^ 
ciated in that confpiracy, wherever I may happen to find them in 
the kingdom-^very man in the kingdom, in that fenfe of the 
word, provided thofe declarations have a reference to the ^nfpif 
racy which is the objed oi the profecution. My objedlion to 
this evidence is, that it has no reference to the confpiracy which 
is the fubje£l of the profecution, no more than if, for inftance. 
Air. Serjeant Hawkins had jrobbed a man upon Hounflow Heath, 
I could give in evidence his criminal law of England, becauic 
there happens to be ji Aipng obfervatbn ip it, not only upo9 
.what the law is, with reipec^ to robbery, but with refped t9 
(the immorality of the biBt of robbery, 

> With refpeA tp what is ftated, as to what, pafled in the cafe 
of Major Cartwnght, I ihail give this anfwer to it, let it avail 
much or little-r*The obfervauon h^ called upon me to ftatf 
jWhat I have ftated, becaufe I think the public will be mu<^ 
better latisfied with your Lordfliip's judgment upon this, tbaa 
mine; and, I am fure it will go down with greater weight to 
pofterity, when it is known to be di? opinion of the Judge^ tha^ 
merely the opiniop x>f the Attorney General of the day^^-and 
.give me leiive to. (ay, I have no perfonal .intereft about thiscauli^ 
^ut great intereft committed to my care, which I have reaiqn 
.enough, God koowS) to wii)i committed to any other, but I 
muft, holding d^is office, tak^ care that ^ jnftice of the couor 
iry, be iatisfied, and I have nofiirther defiie ttpoa it. 
. Witb.refpe6i to Majpr Cartwrigbt, it is true my friend di4 
aik hiiA qvcftioiis tp ivhidi I diiak I ws^ entidtsd to objed, bujt 
^ . D 2 I bavt 
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I fiave on the part of the public gone diis length, diat vfiianr a» 
ihort qucilion is put to which a ihort anfwer is given, I hfiite 
been miflcd by a wi(h to fave the time of the Court, rather dan 
Qpon any idea that, upon principle, it could not be objeAed to ; 
but when I am told of that indulgence which I hive no right to 
give (for I have no right to give indulgence, aiu) I owe an apo- 
logy ta the Court and the pubKcjT but if that indulgence is 09 
lead to a great body of evidence, vrith a great variety of links in 
the chaiiv and I fce> that there is a folid objeAion to diat fort of 
evidence, it is my duty to afk your Lordfliif/s opinion upon iu 
If the evidence is of a nature that, in the mind of any human 
being, can do the prifbner any good, I will go fo far as to fiiy,fiir 
myfclf, and I iay rt without affeAatfoii, diat I feel, as an indivi- 
dual, a ftrong wiih that your Lordfliip's judgment may be 
againft me, biit, let it be remembered, that the puMic is to fie 
heard, as well as the prifoner, the prifoner is to be heard for die 
lake of the public ; the inlerefts of die public are nev«r con* 
fiilted, tmlefe the prifoner is heard; and I avow it as a principle 
in conformity to which, I hope^ I fhall condu£l myfelf, that I am 
an on&ithful fervant of the Crown, if I do not remember^ that 
the protection of the Crown is due to every peHbn flandtng in 
the fituation in which this prifoner is — that it is a right he has to 
demand from the Attorney General, and diat^ as far as my heart 
will regulate my judgment upon this, no individual ever had a 
more anxious inclmation) that every prifoner fhould have the 
full benefit of that right. I fit down without further obfcrvatioA 
upon this point, begging the opinion of the Court. 

Lord Chief Jujfice Eyre. If this evidence is offered upon the 
'ground of a declaration of the prifoner's, counter to fome other 
declarations that may have been given againft him in evidence^ 
on the part of the profecution, that is not a folid ground upon 
'which this evidence can be admitted, becaufe there is nothing fo 
clear, as that all declarations which a prifoner nuikes againft him- 
iclf, are, by the law of England, evidence againft him, upon this 
prefumption, that no man would be fuppofed to make a decb- 
ration againft himfelf, unlefs it were true, and that, on die con- 
trary, the dcclanttions which he makes for himfelf are not evi- 
dence 
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4ence for hinit becauTe there the prefumptioo is dire£lly the other 
way. 

If it be infifted upen, that this is to be received as erideoee 
upoQ the ieore tf general charader, I doubt extreinel)ii« ivhethert 
in roTpeA •f the particularity of it, it can be received, becaidi? 
gi^necal charaAer is general <:harader, and it is not a coUedion 
of many iraral or religious wSts of a mah's life, but die refult of 
fljl. General chara&er nu^ be #ppofed by evidence, but if yon 
arc, on the part of the prtfoner, ito go into all the particulars of 
Us life which «re in his fifvour, you wiU have an undue advantage 
in that refpe£l, becaufe the Crown can not iie prep^ed 10 op* 
jpofe diat evidence. We have very-oftca gone into too many par- 
ticulars, upon evidence of general charaSer) but, whenever 
that point has been difcufied, it has been found, that the true way 
of examioiog to charaifter was fto the general chanu^ep 

It is certainly tnie, that, upon a charge of Treafon, a prifimer 
•has been ipennitted to give evidence, under the head of gene- 
12! chara<3er, that he was reputed to be a good and loyal (lAjcSL 
If the charge went to the particular cafe of his having a defign 
againft one of the great orders of the ftate, yo« might escaminr 
witneiles to (hew, that his general character was, .that he was 
deported to be a man firmly attached to the Conftitudon of 
the Goveromeitf in King, Iiords, and Commons ; but it would 
i>e trregidar, a6 I taice it« to .giye particular inftapces jn evi*' 
«dence. 

' But, in my apprehenfion, evidence^ of the nature of that 
which is now of&red, was given in the other cgufes and, I 
think, ought to be admitted in this cafe; and I am of that opi- 
nion, upoii the very ground of fifcje£tian -ftated hy the Attor- 
ney General. Mn Attooi^ General ftates, that his nbjeSion 
is, that evidence .of thi^ nature has no refirrence to the confpi- 
racy which is charged. Tq the cjon^iracy which is dnrged in 
the indidment, in the y^ry JatngMage qf the indi£bnent, perhaps 
it has no reference, but the qtiei^ion is, whedier it has, or has 
not, reference to the proof which has been offered in fupport of 
the charge in the indi^^ment } and whether it is not pr<q>er evi- 
dence to repel that proof? The proof that hM been offei;^ 
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is this — that this prifoner, and the other perfdns concerned with 
him, under pretence of Parliamentary Refonxi, and holding 
that out to the world as a mere colour and pretext, had medi- 
tated a Convention, whidi Convention was to ufurp the powers 
of the Government, and to overturn the Conftitution of the 
Country. Now it does appear to me, that evidence it, in its 
nature, proper to repel that charge which tends to prove the 
principles and opinions, and fixed fentiments of the man uriio is 
charged with ufmg Reform of Parliament as a pretence, dot 
to prove the Reform of Parliament was the real ohjc£t of 
his purfuits, thus fupporting the reality of the grounds i^^iidi he 
takes, it meets the evidence in fupport of the charge. It was 
"tipon that grouiid, as I underftand it, that all the evidence was 
admitted in the cafe of Hardy, to (hew, that from the obfer* 
vatioiis of the witnefles on his conveKation and oondu£^, he was 
a iincerc friend to a Reform in Parliament, upon die plan of the 
Duke of Richmond, Upon that ground, it a^ipcars to me, that 
it has an immediate relation to the evidence diat has been given 
in the caufe, as it goes to repel that evidence ; and that, upoa 
this ground it ought to be admitted, 

I defire to be underftood carefully to avoid laying it down as 
a rule, that evidence of this nature will be admii&ble in all cafes 
of High Trcafon. In cafes where, perhaps, the overt mEt is in 
itfelf a plain a<5tof Treafon, as for inftanoe in die caie of Lord 
Lovat, where the diftincl hA charged was his appearing in open 
arms, undoubtedly profeflions or dtfcourfes of loplty would 
not meet that izA at all, and would only refolve themfelves into 
evidence of general chara£ler: As to the queftion now before 
us, I think we have in efFe£t admitted this evidence before; I 
hopt: that wc have admitted it upon a folid ground, it is aground 
wh.rh, I confcfs, fatisfies my judgment; and I think, dierefoie, 
that wc ought to admit it in this cafe. 

I would ndd, that I have fo often explained the grournis upon 
which tl:c L.cls and tranfadtions of other perfons have been ad- 
miffible, namely, to the general confpiracy, leaving the odicr 
part of -b- rafe as fccond in the order of things, viz. the qucf- 
tipn, how fer the prifoner is concerned in that general con- 
fpiracy. 
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fpiracy, tbsit I do hope that it will not hereafter be objeAed in a 
way that (though I am perfuaded it is not meant) tends tp d\roijr 
a certain degcee of reflection upon the admiffion, as if all the de^ 
daradons of ail mankind, without limitation, and without any 
perfonal application, (bould be admitted in evidence to load a 
particular perfon« 

Mr. Cibbt. I underftand your Lordihip, la (kying that, to 

allude to my argumenti I certainly did throw that out) I 

«ieant only to lay tbi»— <That, in this cauibi tiie evidence muft' 

bt takep to touch the prifbner, iMherwife it would not be act 

•viii&ble; diough I am aware of the diviiioQ your I-ordihip 

icfiakes, that evidence has been received of any jman who is 

proved to lay any thing which touched this caufe, and which was 

, proved to touch this caufe merely by his laying it; and it fcemed 

.«o me, diat diat rule having been laid down as to die admiifi- 

-inlity of evidence againft the prifoner, did fumiOi an argument 

not improper to be ufed hy me, that evidence «f the deicription 

. we offered {bould be received for him. I am Aire I was ht 

•from meanings direi^y or obliquely, to. caft the fnudleft im^puta- 

Sion upon any decifion the Court have come to. 

Lmrd Chief Ifufiice Ejre. You ftated four prqpofition a little 
too generally 9 and not quite fo guardedly as you do now^ but I 
' am perfodiy fiitisfied. 

Mr. Jktomtj General Befoce the tide Is x«ad» as Mr* De- 
brett is not here 
- Mr» Erjkine. He is here. 

Mr. Mtemey General It will lave trouble if you will tell 
' me when diis was publiihed. 

Ain BrJUne. On the loth of May, 1782% 

Lerd Chief Juftiu Eyre^ It efcaped me, or I ihould have 

' mentioiied diat the date affords a ftrong obfervation upon die 

evidence ; the fentiments and opinions of a man very publicly 

'declared, at fuch a period as thac, and the £uiie opinions and 

* Sentiments brought down to die prefent hour, in a conneded 

^manner, by the reft of die evidence, (eems tome to be a proper 

link of (be cfaaiiL . . 
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(7hi /Mowing ixtra£fs were reai fr^m a Letter to Lord AJk^ 
burton^ from Mr. HortUj occafioned by the Debate in the 
Houfe of Commons^ on Tuefday^ the Jtb of A&y, 1782, §m Mr, 
Pitfs motion for a Reform in Parliament,) 

** MY LORD, 

" The importance of Ac fubjea on which I addrds your 
^ LorcUhip, fufficicntly difpenfes with preface, introdudion, apo- 
" logy, compliment or ornament. And the criticalnels of dK 
^ moment excufes hafty publication. It would be ridiculous to 
^ caft a diought on the manner of my exprdEon, if the DAatter is 
« ufeful. 

^ By the vote of the Houfe of Conunons, on Tuefday laft, 
^ Parliament, it fecms, do not yet think it ncceflary Co take into 
^^ confidcration the ftate of reprefentation in this Country.-* 
^ However, my Lord, notwithftanding that vote, I am ftill 
^ fanguine enough to believe, that we are at the eve of a 
^ peaceful Revolution, more important than any which has hap- 
*^ pened fmce the fettlement of our Saxon anceftors in diia 
<^ Country } and which will convey down to endlefs pofterity all 
^' the blef&ngs of which political fociety is capable. 

*' My Lord, my expedations are greatly raifed, inftead ef 
^ being deprefled, by the objcdions which were urged againft 
« Mr. Pitt's motion. 

"One gentleman fays, ^ He cannot fee any good purpofe die 
^ motion would anfwer; for it would not affift Government 
^ with a (hip, a man, or a guinea, towards carrying on the war 
^* with vigour, or towards cftahlifliing that much wiflied-fbr 
" objed, peace.' 

*^ My Lord, I hope the meafure will be made to produce Ki 
^ Government both feips^ and men^ and guineas^ For they 
^ would be very poor politicians, indeed, who could not in one 
^ meafure comprehend many purpofes; and ftill poorer, who 
^ (hould miis the prefent opportunity of obtaining, by thb one 
«^ raeafure pf reform, every dcfirable objed of the flate. 

•* Anodicr 
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^ Another gentleman apprehends, that < nothing le(s than 
^ giving every man in die kingdom a vote, would give univerfid 
« fatisfiiaion/ 

^ My Lord, I truft that there are very few peHons in this Idng- 
^ dom who defire (b improper and impraSicableameaAire. But 
** if there were many, the wifdom of Parliament would cor- 
^ Te& their plan, and the corrected would be wtrll pleafed at the 
** correction* 

^ Odier gendemen aficrt, that * die conftitudon, as it now 
^ ftands, has ftood for ages, without any material alteradon.* 

•* My Lord, it will not be difficult to prove the contrary, by 
^ an eafy inquiry ; and if they will begin with the laft unexam- 
^ pled alteration recendy made, by the late adminiftradon, at 
^ SALTASH, die objectors will hardly have countenance to 
«* proceed any farther, 

^ Another gentleman * thinks die queftion prematurei and 
^ that diis is not die time/ 

^ Anodier, diat < die people do not defire it* 

<* And another, diat die people CANNOT, indeed, defire it 
^ at any time; becaufe ^ they have no vdce but in the Houfe 
•* of Commons,* 

^ My Lord, it would be fafer for diis latter dodrine, if an- 
^ odier fimilar do^ne could be coupled with it ; and if it 
^ could be proved that die people have no HANDS neither but 
« in die Houfe of Commons, This VIRTUAL voic^J of die 
^ people of England rtfembks too nearly the VIRTUAL re- 
^ presentation of the people of America in the lame place, to be 
^ attended widi any happy confequences. 

^ But, my Lord, I turn with pleafure finom diefe litde fiib- 
^ terfuges, towards what I fuppofe to be paffing in your Lord- 
** fliip's mind. The end whidi I believe your Lordlhipto have, 
^ at aD times, in your view, is, happineis to all beings capable 
» of happinefi; and .efpecially HUMAN' HAPPINESS, as 
^ univerfidly extended as poffible. But though an individual's 
** wiflies may be, and ought to be, unbounded ; however exalted, 
^ his adual endeavours muft ufually be limited; apd, therefore, 

« NATIONAL 
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*i NATIONAL HAPPINESS, with the permanent fccnrity 
^ of that happincfs, is the ultimate objed of a patriot. 

** To this end all his other objects mud be conlidered only al 
*^ means. Even freedom itfeif is valuable, only as a means in* 
** Jifpcnfibly nccL'fiary to that end 

^ My Lord, I find myielf compelled to repeat thcfe we&* 
** known ientimcnts ; bccaufe moft of the errors of mankind, in 
*< all ihcir purfuits, arife from ftopping fliort in their pragrefi, 
■^ aixl mi flaking fomc means for the end- We everyday beboM 
<' It in the prac ice of the covetous, the ambitious, &c. And 
» ^ at this mcfiunt I conceive it to be ncccflary to warn the wcU- 
*' menning patriot from the fame miftake. 

^ My Lord^ I {hall not wafte a word to (hew the neceffity of 
. ^ a reform in the reprefentation of this Country. I ihaU only 
<^ confidLT the mode of reform ; and endeavour to fliew diat it 
^ is not difficult to envbrace every intereft in the flate^ and to 
** fatisfy v.xll meaning men of every defcriptioii. To this end I 
^ am compelled firft to remove the prejudices, and, indecd,^/^ 
- '^ objections, which foine perfons entertain to all the modes of re* 
^ form, which have hitherto been recommended. 

" My virtuous and ineftimable friend, Major Cartwright, is:a 
^ zealous and an able advocate for equal and univerfrl reprefen- 
^^ tation ; that is, for an equal ai^d univerfal Jhare of every man 
'* in the government. My Lord, I conceive his argument to be 
^ this : Every man has an equal right to freedom and fecurity. No 
^ man can be free who has not a voice in the framing of thofe laws, 
" by vrhich he is to be governed. He who is not reprefented has 
'* not this voice ; therefore, every man has an equal right to reprc- 
^ fcntation, or to a fhare in the government^ His final conclufion 
^^ :?, that every man has a right to an equal fhare in reprefen- 
'^* tnlion. 

" Now, my Lord, i conceive the error to lie thtefij in the 
*' conclufion. For thc/'j is very jrvcat difference between 
** iiaving an equal right t j a fhare, and a right to an tquul Jhare. 
-^ An eftate may be deviU'd by will amongfl many perfons in 
'•* tiiRTCit proportions i to one five pounds, to another five hua- 

« drcd^ 
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P dreiy&c. each peribnwill have an equal light to his fliare } buC 
^ not a right to an equal ihare. 

- ^ This principle is farther attempted to be enforced by an 
^ aflcrtion, diat ^ the til of one man is as dear to him, as the all* 
'^ of another man is to that other.' But, my Lord, this maxinr 
^ will not hold by any means; for a fmall all is not, for very 
^ good reafons, fo dear as a great alL A fmall all may be loft^ 
^ and eafily regained ; it may very often, and with great wifdom^ 
^ be rifqued for the chance of a greater; it may be fo fmall, as 
f^ to be little or not at all wonh defending or caring for« Hit e^ 
^ qui %§nmn ferdidiu But a large all can never be recovered I 
^ it has been amaffing and accumulating, perhaps, from Either 
^ to fon for many generations ; or it has been the product of t 
^ long life of induftry and talents ; or the confequence of ibme 
*> circumftance irtiich will never return. But I am fure I need 
^- not dwell upon this, widiout placing the extremes of fortune 
^ in array againft each other ; every man wiioie all has varied 
^ at different periods of his life, can fpealc for himfelf, and fay^ 
^ whether the dearnefs in which be held thefe different alls, was 
^ equal The lowefl order of men confume their all daily, tt 
^ fiift as tbey acquire it. 

^ My Lord, juftice and policy require that benefit and burthen^ 
^ that the (hare of power and the fh&re of contribution to that 
^ power, (hould be as nearly proportioned aspoffible. If auriflo^ 
^ cracy will have all power, they are tyrants and uigufl to the 
^ people, becauie ariftocracy alone docs not bear the whole bur* 
^ then. If die finalleil individual of the people contends t& 
^ be equal in power to the grcateft individual, he too is in hit 
^ turn unjuft in his demands i for. his burthen and contribution 
^ are not equal. 

^ Hitherto, my Lord, I have only argued againfl die gqualityi 
f* I fliall now venture to fjpeak againfl the umverjalitf of repre^ 
^ fentatkm, or of a fliare in die government^ for the terms 
^ amount to the fame. 

^ Freedom and fecority ought furdy to be equal and imiver- 
^ ial But, iny Lord, I am not at all backward tocontend dut 

"fome 
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^ feme jof the membd^s of a fodety mty be frti and fecwrg^ 
^ without having a (hare in the government. The happineft 
^ and freedom, and fecurity of the whole, may even be ad- 
* vanced by the exdufion of fome, not from freedom and lecu- 
^ rity, but from a (hare tn die government. 

^ My Lord, extreme mifery, extreme dependanoe, extreme 
^ ignorance, extreme felfi(hne6 (I mean that miftaken felfifli- 
^ nefs, which excludes all public fenfe), all thefe are juft and 
^ proper caufes of excluiion from a ihare in the govemment, as 
^ well as extreme criminality, which is admitted m exclude ; 
<< for thither they all tend, and there they frequently finiflu 

^^ My Lord, I know I ihall receive no anfwer to this but— « 
^ the difficulty of drawing the line of exclufion on dide flc« 
^ counts ; and the poffibility or danger of abufe, by a pretence 
^ of thefe extremities. The bare foffHility of abufe, I kdd tA 
^ be no argument ; die danger and the difficulty I vrill (hew to 
^ be eafily rcmovcable. 



*^ His Majefty's condud has refcued his own perTonal dia- 
^ rafter from cenTure, (for in fpite of forms and decorum Kings 
^ have a perfoiial charader) and I doubt not he will for ever 
^ henceforward remain very dear to his fubjeds. He Hands 
^ fully juftified from all that has paiTed ; for he has liftened to 
^ die voice of hb people, where the conftitution intended diat 
^ their voice fhould be heard, and to v^iich place the royal ear 
^ is by the fame conftitution direAed. Members are fent to 
^ Parliament to keep up the communication between^ the King 
^ and his fubje£is. There it is, in a real and £ur Parliament^ 
^ that die people wiib their vokre to be truly heard ; and thatthey 
^ may have removed from diem the occafion of tho(e honeft, 
^ becaufe neceflary, diough irr^ular meetings, petitions, and 
** interference to which they have for fome years' paft been in* 
^ voluntarily driven. But the, voice of the people in the {ve* 
^ ktUt reign has not been heard till lately (and tfaea beard but 

** once) 
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^ once) within the walls of the Houfe of Commons^ nor will 

* it be ever heard there again ; freOi errors and frefli miflead- 
^ ings will again take phtcc ; die voice of contractors, of pen^ 
^ fioners, and jobbers, tc^ether with die proprietors of a ftvr 
^ decayed burgage tenures, will again be called the only voice 

* of the people, unlefs the honefty, or the good fenfe of ad- 
^ miniftration afford the remedy by reforming fubftantially the 
^ vices of reprefentarion. 

^ We have been accuftomed to be told, that there was feme* 
" thing behind the throne. My Lord, there can be nothing 

* behind the dirone more malevolent to the rights of the, people, 
^ dian what we now iee before it. The peopleare no longer to 
^ be cheated, they look to adminiftration for the late-defeat of 
** their wiihes. 

^ What ! can they who have carried all for themicUes, carrjr 
^ nothing for the people, who, if Minifters tfaemfolves are to be 
^ credited^ have puihed them into office ? The people know 
^ diat if all the prefent adminiftration had choien to do them 
^ juftice, if they had been half as unanimous for national rights 
^ as diey have been for national honours and emoluments, the 
^ queftion would have been highly carried laft Tuefday. Good 
^ God ! Is it always to be thus I one pay-mafter denies^ the other 
^ ^ft4*^ ^^ ^^^^ of the people. 

^ What, (ays he to the people ! If your hands are dirty^ will 
•^ yoi^ go to the puddle to clean them ? I am heartily forry, my 
^ Lord} that there (hould be any members of the prefent admi- 
^ niftcation who require to be informed, that the fame tbioneiii 
'^ of the web which makes the water-bubble riie» when rifea 
^ makes it burft. 

^ If they are timely wife, they will ysX give to the people 
^ their f9hir^ moderate^ fair and honcft rights. 

^ The prerogative of the Crowiv which is glorious to the 
^ monarch, and beneficial to his fubjeds, .they will place (a« it 
^ ou^t to be placed) high, brilliant, and independent. — A great 
^ weight at bottom can bear a great weight at top. 

« Let the ariftocracy, unenvied, enjoy .their full and honouo- 

" able 
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* able proponion of influence to which they are juftly sntltkA 
^ in the ftute s but let them ceafe^ as a faction, to (hackle ths 
^ hands of their Sovereign, whiltl they debaie and plunder his 
^ fubjeas." 



(Major Cartwright^ called again.) 

Mr. Tooke. Is that your hand-writing ? (Jhewing the witnefi 
tf Jheet of parchment. ) 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. What is this, Mr. Home Tooke f 

Mr. Tooke. This is ah aflbciation into which diis gentleman, 
1 member of the Conftitutional Society as I am, and a member 
of the Society of the Friends of the People, entered, and has 
figned with his name ; it is an aft of his, of the fiune nature as 
thofe afts which have been brought againft me, to (hew the 
difpofition, intention, and objc£b of perfons who aflbciated to^ 
gether. This gentleman is a member of that very Society to 
which I belong, as well as to others ; this will (hew what hb 
mind was in other Societies, in order to (hew what hiS' mind 
was in that Society to which he and I belonged. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. ■ As far as it tends to (hew your 
mind, it will b^ material ; as far as it tends to (hew Major Cart« 
Wright's mind, it is perfefUy immaterial. 

Mr. Tooke. I thought that the minds of other perfons, oon- 
nefted with other perfons, with whom I am conneded, had 
been, all through this trial, produced againft me, to (hew what 
my inind muft be, their nunds being fuppofed to be ftmilar. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. Their minds in the noeafures 
diarged againft you-«4his afTcciation makes no part of the 
diarge againft you. 

Mr. Tooke. Nor does any other aflbciation, I believe^ make 
a part of the charge s^nft mc. I will tell your LcnMiip 
where, by whofc means it is we are entangled, and ^rtqp^dndk 
evidence, which is not admifBbIc in any odier cafe, ii coAipe* 
tent to be admiffibic where a fpcdfic b& is produced againfb a 

maa 
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man undoubtedly igivM^ant, as I am, of the prooecdings of i 
Court of Jufticc, 

I (hould have been the laft man fn the world to have propoTed 
in a Court, for any client, to have produced any pri^jr or poftc-^ 
rior decbration of the party fuppofed criminal, but the profecutort 
here have driven us to fuch fort of evidence, as any man, whor 
ever had attended to the proceedings of a Court of Juftice^ 
wt>uld have blufhcd to have beheld in any other caie; and wc 
are driven to it, becaufe of the kind of overt-a& laid in our iiw 
didment, which ha» compelled the profecutor to produce a fort 
of evidence which was never produced before ; which has com^- 
pelled the Court, tn all thefe trials, to fit from day to day, and 
has produced that iram of evils of which I unfortunately am 
the vi<^im. Thus we ftand ki every fort of charge, except 
thb charge of compaffing the death of the King. 

I am very fearful, left in what I am going to fay, die whole Bar, 
'er any gentleman of the profei&on, ihould mifiake me, or think i 
mean to iinpu«e any thing to them ; and therefore I muft mcmioa 
to your Locdfliip, that it is the cafe with pcrfons in all thofe pnv 
feffions, by which fortunes and greatneff are obtained, that 
they confine their attention, and keep clofety and ftridly to the 
ftudy of thofe parts of their profeffion from ivhich their advan-- 
tage is to fpring ; and I will mention an inftance, becauie the 
gentlemen (hould not fuppofe that I mean any joke^ or ridicule 
upon them. 

It happened to me, in the coiuie of my purfuits, to hure <k> 

* cafioo to know the particular parts of the organs of fpeech. Ij 

firft of all, aj^ied to all the books of anatomy which I could 

get at; having done fo, I made a fricndfhip with the beft ana^- 

tomift of his day, who added to his profeflional (kill great ^omir 

' mon fenfe, and he, when I came to enquire of him apoQ tbe 

^bje£i, though no anatomift myfsH was exceedingly aftoni&ed: 

lie fluttered, hehefitated; at laft he confefied «>me^-Sir,.yo» 

know more of this matter dian I doy though an anaaoouft.-, for 

'no gain ean pofibly fpring to-me, or to furgcons, froa a know.^* 

Medgb of the parts of tho organs of ipeecb, jio difcafe being 

there, and we are never called m^ for that purpofi^ to- l^ve n 
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(e6k The fame cafe happens with the gentlemen at die 
from that my misfortunes arife— and I mention this firft, to 
fhew I mean no particular imputation or flur upon them. The 
mi&hief of this whole matter arifcs from hence :— The gentle* 
men at die Bar are very wife, indeed, in all the applicadons of 
law becaufe from thence arife all their fees ; but, in regard ta 
die caufe of law, they very rarely confidcr it, for no gain can 
arife to them from fo doing. Hence arifes this mifehief : all 
penal laws are made fuppofuig thofc laws to be applied to men 
whofe inclinations are contrary to that which die law dciires men 
fiiould purfue; that is taken for granted, for die ianAion of 
every penal law is punifliment : there is no occafion to apply 
the fandion of punifliment to men to prevent them from doing 
what they are difinclined to do. 

How is the cafe here i Look dirough the whole of diefe 
proceedings, you will find that an attempt is now made, not to 
punifli the bad aAions of men, but to punifli their fuppofed in- 
clinations — here lies our mifchief, the whole turn of this profe- 
cution, and all the evidence feems to endeavour to prove upon meB 
certain inclinations — republican inclinations -—antimonarchkal 
inclinations — inclinations unpleaiant to the Government of this 
Country ; whereas, a man, provided he does not a^^ may be a 
Republican, which I never was, as will appear very plain i but 
had they been my fendments, I might have declared thofe fen- 
timents, the law punifhes no inclinations, the law fuppofes dit 
inclinadon, and that it is reftrained merely by fear of that 
punifliment which the law iandions. But there happens to be, 
in this indidment, one fingle charge of intention — ^the com* 
paffing the death of the King ; which is alone the crime) and 
the overt 3& is only the proof; here we get entangled, becaufe 
-the intention is the crime, and die only one; in all other cafes 
the aA is the crime, but here die intention is the crime ; confe- 
;quendy, the law bound up fo ftri£Uy, as you know better than 
I do, the neceffity of the overt ad to be laid, becaufe the in- 
clination or intention id the crime. Now we have got into diii 
indidment; on which I ftaod hterty at the rifle of all and evoy 
thing I have. 
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An inndccnt ovcrt-aft — a meeting to go to church, if thai 
had been the overt-ad in die indidment, with the intention and 
purpofe of compaffing the deadi of the King^ would have been 
juft as fatal to me as an overt-ad of a meeting— nOt a meeting 
indeed, but merely ftating it as our opinion, that it would b^ 
dcfirable that certain perfortB fliould meet together in order 
to appoint other perfons. And, I take it, that all my 
difficulty, and the difficulty of die profecutors^ and all my en- 
tanglement, fprings fix)m an overt ad being laid by which I 
Inight be made out guilty by every thing upon earth dlat it is 
poffible to produce; and, for that reafon, your LonUhip^has 

fairly and candidly 1 am fure all the condud I have received 

from your Lordfhip and die profecutor has been fudi as totally 
to change the temper of my mind, with ^ich I firft came into 
this Court ; and I (hall never be able to exprefs die gratitude I 
have to acknowledge for it. But I think diat in the courfe of 
that kind of rcafoning which you Lordfhip has held, of permit- 
ting that fort of evidence to be admitted, which would not in any 
other cafe, I think that under that rule I am permitted to intro- 
duce this as evidence. This is the original ad of the aiCxsadon 
in the year 1780, figned by eight or ten gendemen of diftinc- 
tion, now in the Court ; Major Cartwright one, a member 
of the Conftitutional Society ; Mr. Fox another ; Mr- Sheridan 
another; perfons of diftindion, underftanding, ftadon, every 
thing ; and they go to die very fame overt ad, widi expreffions 
ftrongcr than thofe which are ufed by any Society diat I have ' 
heard of, and omiflions greater than any that have been charged 
as crimes — for omiflions have been charged as crimes. The 
vord Parliament fometiincs iiifcrtcd, fometimcs omitted; 
if omitted it is a crime — ^if inferted it is a pretext; fo that 
whether the relief was to come from Parliament, or Parliament 
is not mentioned, we are in the fame cafe : the Attorney Gene- 
ral has loaded me with crimes both for doing and for not doing^ 
— if I infert, it is pretext; if I omit^ it is crime. 

I wifh to introduce it to (hew, that, if I am 1 traitor, every 
n\%h who deferves the rcfped of this Country is a traitor, the 
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Miiiiftcr himfclf into the bargain, for I have his haiui-writfaig> 
and I ihall call him to give evidence to his own fignituit. 
Every Minifter that has, at any time, been refpeded or talked 
of in this Courtry, I can prove to be equal traitors with my- 
fdf. 

Lord Chief JuJlUe Eyre, You muft eafily fee, diat if you 
could prove that, it would not touch this charge ^ I could have 
wiihed that you would have forborne a great deal of what you 
have now iaid, whkh goes to the main fubftance of your de* 
fence. What you v/ere to do at tliis moment was Amply to 
hjvc opened to us wliat the nature of this Aflbciatioxi was, that 
we might fee whether it fell within the compafs of the rule 
which was laid down before, or whether, upon any other prin- 
ciple, ic ciHild be admitted as evidence* You have gone only 
now (b fjr as to ftat.', that it is (bme aflbciation, in which your 
name with other great names is to be found. 

Air, To'ikc. No, my Lord, this is too criminal for my name 
to be found in it. — My name was never to fuch an inftrumeni 
;a& tliis. 

Lord Qntf Jitfticc Eyre. Whatever other people have dooci 
iMiitlicr conftitutcs your guilt nor your innocence ; if they have 
done right thijigs, \i they have done imprudent things, if they 
have done trcafonablc acts, it docs not go one jot towards the 
prcfeiit enquiry. 

Mr. Tooke, \o\\x Lordfliip will pardon mc, as you have all 
th;ou;^h, ibr the miitikes I have been guilty of, if I introduce 
wiiat I ought not j but, I confcfs, I cannot help believing that 
tlic Jury would not very willingly pick out one Angle traitor of 
the Country to make him an example of. 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre, I cannot tell how that may be, but 
I muft go by the rules of evidence. 

Major Cartwrigbt, Happening to be called up again, I wifli t9 
a;kl a word or two of explanation to one of my anfwers to the 
Attorney General, when he aflced me what perfons I would take 
to my afnftance in compaffiiig the end I had in view. 

Mr. Attorney General. The queftion I afked you was this— 
That if you were one of the Friends of the People, who rejeded 

all 



( 51 ) 

ril correfpondence with the Conftitutional Society, and alfo one 
of the Conftitutional Society, who had received an intimation 
that their <^rrefpondence was rcjefled by the Friends of the 
People, I think the queftion I afked (perhaps not in ftridtly 
proper terms) was — Whether you would get out with the 
Friends of th6 People at Hounflow, or ftay in with the Society 
for Conftitutional Information. — ^In other words— Whether you 
would go in a ftage-coach even to Hounflow with people of 
different political principles, whatever their principles were ? 

J* I think my anfwer was, that I would take the afHftance of 
any man whofe end I thought right* I beg, to prevent any 
itiifunderftanding of that anfwer, to fey— by legal, regular, mo- 
ral, and conftitutional means, and not by any others; and I beg 
to cxphin it thus — I have figncd many petitions for a Reform of 
Parliament in company with men whom I have thought very 
bad indeed ; but dicre is no man fo bad with whom I would not 
fign a petition, and concur for obtaining that obje£L 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. That may be a very fincere decla- 
tion, Major Cartwright, but it is not a very prudent one j be- 
caufe, in conne<3ing yourfelf with bad men, you can never be 
fure that you may not be carried &r beyond your own purpofc. 

J. I mean, that if I am doing any a6t as a citizen, fuch as fign- 
ing petitions. Men with whom I have adled upon thofe occafions, 
aure men whofc feces I have never feen, and with whom I could 
not admit myfelf upon all occafions to afTociate with regard to 
their other purpofes. 

Mr. Tooke. I beg your Lordfliip's direftion relative to the 
admiflion of this evidence which I propofe, becaufe it will de* 
tcrmine me whether I fliall relieve a great number of perfons of 
rank whom I have kept in waiting. — ^This evidence of the 
Weftminfter AiTociation I underftand to be not admiflible. 
L9rd Chief JuJHce Eyre. I take it to be clearly fo, 
Mr. Erjkine. I propofe to call Mr. Fox, and I will ftate, 
widiout any obfervatioii, the purpofe for which I call him— to 
prove aSs of Mr. Tooke which mark clearly and diftiniUy his 
political fentiments, for the reafon your Lordfliip has pronounced, 
to bring him down from an antecedent, to a later period. 

£ 2 I mean 
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I meaft to call Mr. Fox, toprovc, that Mr. Tooke atteuM a 
gmeral meeting of the Delegates of Committees from lowiri 
and counties^ convened at the Thatched-houfe tavern. Sate 
James's Street, and was ftrenuous to aflent to Mr. Pitt*$ pin 
for a moderate and gradual Reform, and to return Mr. Pitt 
thanks for the motion he had made to that purpofe in the Houfe 
of Commons* 

The Right Hcnouralle Charles Jamet FoXy (rwom.) 
Examined by Mr. Er/kim^ 

^. Do you remember feeing Mr. Tookc at the Tlurtdicd^ 
houfe tavern, St. James's ftreet f 

A, Yes, very well. 

:^ When ? 

A, I tliink fomewhcrc ibout the year 1785; I diink itwai 
very foon after one of Mr. Pitt's motions for Parliamentary Re^ 
form, in the year 1785, to the beft of my remembrance. 

^ Upon what occafion were you prefent at that time "k 
the Thatched-houfe tavern, when you there faw Mr. Tooke? 

A, To the bcft of my recollcaion, I fpeak entirely fixwn le- 
coUedion, there was a meeting called in very general loofe 
terms, of all the Friends to Reform,— I think that v^as the gene- 
ral mode in which the meeting was called; and, to the beft cf 
my recollcclion, it was called by Mr. Wyvill, to meet at the 
Thatched-Houfc Tavern, foon after Mr. Pitt's motion, in Ac 
year 1785, had been made. 

J^. Were any gentlemen appointed by any particular di&icts 
to attend tJKit meeting ? 

-7. Ccrtaiii'v not. 1 

•v; ^^'^ y*^'* rcxollcct, upon Mr. Tooke's being tfaerci any 
thing p:.iiing upon ihe fubject which' brought that mectii^ to- 
gether ' 

A* To the beft of my recollection, the object of thofe ^ 
cillcJ thiit meeting, was to give a direct approbaticm to thr 
fpecific and particular plan of Reform which'had been propoM 
V»j' Mr. Pitt, in the Houfe of Commons. 
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^ Upon diat occafion did Mr. Tooke aflfent toj or diflent 
from, that which bad been done ? 

A. To the beft of my .recollection, he fupported a motion for 
giving approbation to tbt fpecific plan of Reform propofed by 
Mr. Pitt 

J^ Do you recollect whether there was any motion to return 
thanks to Mr. Pitt, for the propofition he had made ? 

A. I do not recollect whether it was in that form — ^I recollect 
the fubftaiKe more than the form— ^that what was intended was 
to convey an approbation of the fpecific mode of Reform pro- 
pofed by Mr. Pitt, whedier that was in a motion declaring their 
approbation, or in a motion of thanks to Mr. Pitt, is what I do 
not recollect. 

^- But your recoUeftion ferves you that Mr, Tooke attended 
there as a friend to the meafure ? 

A. I have not the leafl doubt of that, I think he fupported the 
motion which appeared to me to be defigned for the purpofe of 
conveying an approbation to the fpecific plan propofed by Mr. 
Pitt, in which many others, among whom was myfelf, did not 
think fit to join* 

The Right Honourabk Charles yames Foxy 
Crofe-examined by Mr, Attorney General, 

^ I underftand Mr, Tooke, at that meetings approved the 
(pecific plan of Reform of Mr. Pitt ? 

A* I underftood fo-^it might be in the form of thanks to 
Mr. Pitt, and not in that form, 

J^ It is neccflary in a Court of Jyftice to prove what was 
the fpecific plan of Mr. Pitt-^If you recoiled what the motion 
^1 the Houfe of Commons was, I (1^11 be obliged to you to ftate 
it? 

^. The genera] tendency of the pUm o| Refoirm, as well as I 
recolle£^ it, was a general prc^fition, that if any Boroi^ghs (I 
forget whether particularly defcpbed or not) prG^)ofed to fell 
their right of fending Members to Parliament, that the right 
(hould be purchafed by the public, and in lieu of Members 
(bofcn for tbofc Boroughs, a right of ele^on was to be given, 
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as well as I rccoUcft, either to the freeholders of the counties 
at large, or the freeholders of the diftrids of counties. 

Philip Francis^ Efq. (fwom.) 
Examined by Mr. Erskine. 

^. You are a member of the Society called the Friends of 
the People ? 

y/. I am. 

j^. I believe you took the trouble to draw up the plan of 
Reform to be fubmltted to that Society ? 

A I diJ. 

^ Have you that plan here ? 

J. Not in Court. 

^ After you had prepared that plan of a Reform in the 
Houfc of Commons, and fubmitted it to the confideration of this 
voluntary Society, of which we arc both members, do you re- 
member feeing Mr. Tooke ? 

A Yes. 

^. How long ago ? 

y/. In the courfe of the fummer of 1793. 

.^. Upon what occafion was it that you law Mr. Tooke ? 

•/. Though I had not the honour or the pleafurc of an inti- 
macy with Mr. Tooke, I had known him long flightly, and 
even of that fliglit acquaintance there were many intervals in 
which I never faw him. — Upon the occafion of my having 
drawn up the plan, to which a former queftion alludes, I met 
Mr. Tooke by accident in the road to town, (he lives near me 
in the country) knowing, or believing him to have been at all 
times a ftrenuous advocate for a Reform of the Houfe of Com- 
mons, and knowing, or believing him to be one of the moft 
learned men in the kingdom, particularly with refpeft to the 
points to which that plin had reference, namely, the Antiquities, 
the Hiflory, and Conflitution of this Country, I thought I 
could not do a better thing for the objeft which I had in view, 
ar any thing more expedient for my own inftruftion, than toaft 
the favour of him, which I did, to exan;ine "this plan particu 
jarly, to inform mc if any of the reference?, or any of the au- 
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thorities, or any of the laws and cuftoms to which the plan 
alludes, were miftated, as likely they might be by a peribn (o 
little informed, or much lefs informed upon thefc fubje<9s, 
that he would have the goodnefs to examine it attentively. 
I did not defire to difcufs the principles of it with him at all, 
but merely that he would be fo good as to examine it with re- 
fpcS to authorities and references, and upon this to inform mc if 
I had incorrectly ftated any thing : he (aid he would undertake 
to do that for me, and that he would make fome obfervations 
upon it, in confequence of which I called upon him three or 
f<»ur times at his houfe at Wimbledon, and I availed myfclf of 
the information he gave me, and corrected my plan in t>mc 
particulars, 

J^ From the converfation between Mr. Tooke and yourfdf, 
in confequence of his having looked over this plan — Did you make 
any obfervations how far his fentiments concurred with yours, 
and whether he would be ready to fupport that plan which you 
had propofed ? 

A It did appear to me, that in gener^, and upon the whole, 
be approved of it much. 

j^. Do you remember whether Mr. Tooke did not fiiy, that 
Aough he approved of your plan, in the manner you have now 
defcribed, that even if that could not be accompliihed, fliort 
cf that would be a (attsfadion to him ? 

jf. It muft be remenvbered that the convedations I had with 
him I never conceived could be brought forward to any further 
application, and they did not make all the impreffion upon me 
that the merit of his obfervations might be entitled to. 

Lord Chief Juftict Eyre. Do you recoiled his laying he 
approved your pkm in the manneryoa have nov/ defcribed ; but 
that if that could not he accompmncd, even fliort tf |hit would 
be a (atisfafiion to him? 

^. I do not recoiled. 

Mr. Erskine. Did your plan extend to a Reform in any other 
part of the Conftitution, than the reprefentation of the people 
in the Houfe gf Commons ? 

^. To nothing elfe, 

"" E 4 - Z From 



( 57 ) 

A, If it is meant the Society which fent the petition. 

^. That was the Corrcfponding Society? 

i/. I am not fure that I know the diftinftion t>etwecn the two, 
but I conceive they came to me froq;i the Society of wliich Mr« 
Hardy was Secretary, and no other. 

J^. Had you reafon to believe, at the time you talked with 
Mr. Tooke, in 1793, that he had been any way concerned ia 
forming the London Correfponding Society, and regulating 
it? 

A, I knew nothing of it. 

j^. You arc one of the Society of the Friends of the People^ 
I think ? 

A, I am. 

^ Whether you were a member of the Friends of thcj 
People, when Lord John RulTePs letter was fent to the Society 
for Conftitutional Information, to inform them, that the Friends 
of the People would have no communication with ^cm. ? 

A. I was- 

^. Have you recolleftion enough of the tranfptftion to. know 
whether that refolutipi) was carried l>y a ceiling vote, or by a 
larger majority ? , 

A, I am poiitively certain that it was carried by much more 
tjhan a cafting vote ; there never wa? a diyilion in that Society 
\mx. once, which was carried by a cafting vot^ and it wa& not 
fipon that fubje<Sl. 

«^. Did you happen to know, after diat cpmm^piqation hai) 
paiTed between your two Societies, that fcveral perfons* who, 
were members of the Spciety fix Conftitutional Information, 
JljU remained meml>efs of ^^ Society of the Friends of the 
People? 

A. I underftood that there were fbme perfons — rparticularljf 
Major Cartwright, and fome others. 

^. Have you any reafon to know of Ao exiftencc of a letter 
from Sheffield, to the Society for Conftitutional Information^ 
rj^lative to the correfpondence wbigb. bad tal^en pla^e bctwecq 
them and tbc Friends of the Peoplp ? 

A I cannot f|)caJ(^ to that pointy 
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Philip Francis^ Efy. 
Re-examined by Mr. Erjkim. 

^ You are afked iiriiether you knew that Mr, Tooke hadhad 
any concern in framing the propofitions to die public^ publifhed 
by die Correfponding Society ? 

^» I know nothing of it. 

^ You knew that there was fuch a Society i 

A I did. 

^ Have you fcen, upon the books of the Society of the 
Friends of the People, a letter from the Conftttutional Society, 
afking them to fend a Delegate to this Convention ? 

j1. I do not immediately recoiled it, but if it is upon die re- 
cords I muft have been prefent at it, becaufe I attended all die 
meetings. 

Mr. Erjklne, It is a letter (igncd by Mr, Breton, declining 
that, but (aying as far as their obje£t was a Reform of Parliament, 
you were ready to co-operate with them ? 

J, I do remember that. 

^ At the time this letter was written to the Society of die 
Friends of the People, afking them to join in fending a Dele- 
gate, which was declined by die Friends of the People, but yet 
in diat civil way, that they were ready ftill to co-operate widi 
that Society — ^Did you know that there had been a Convendoo 
at Edinburgh ? 

J. I do not remember. 

Philip Francis^ Efy. 
Examined by Mr. Tooke. 

^ You have been aflced whether you difcufled with me the 
plan which you had propofed for a Reform in Parliament. You 
anfwered, I think, that you had not difcufTcd it with me,«— Will 
your recolledlion lead you to fay that we did not difcufs that plan 
together ? 

J. I ftated that in applying to Mr, Tooke for his affiftance, 
it was not with a view to difcufs the principle, for upckii that 
my mind was formed, but to receive information and corrc&ion, 
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if I had misftated any thing refpeSing the authorities and re- 
ferences. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. The queftion Mr. Home Tooke 
puts to you now, is whether, in hSt^ in the courfe of your 
converfations, you did enter into any di(cuffion of the plan with 
him? 

j1. It is very likely we might. 

Mr, Tooke. Does your recoUeftion carry you far enough to 
know whether, in the courfe of thefummer of 1793, you vifited 
me once, twice, thrice, or oftener ? 

J. I cannot be pofitive to the number of times, it was con- 
venient to me in that part of the country, to call upon NIr. Tooke, 
it might be four or five times, perhaps, in the courfe of the 
fummer or autumn. 

^. Might it not be five or fix times ? 

jf. It might. 

His Grace the Duke of Richmond called again, 
Examined by Mr. Tooke. 

^ I beg your Grace to recoUeft whether I ever waited upon 
you with Dodor Brocklelby at the Ordnance Office, in Palace- 
yard, Weftminfter ? 

A My own recollection does not fcrve me upon thisoccafion, 
but Doctor Brocklefby having told me that he had done fo, I 
make no doubt that it was fo. 

^ 1 aflc fome queftions in order to affift your^Grace's recol- 
leSion, which otherwife it is not nccel&ry for me to aflc — Does 
your Grace recolledl a young man in the drawing-room in djc 
Tower of the name of Edridge when firft your Grace was made 
Matter General of the Ordnance ? 

jf. It has efcaped my memory. 

^ Does your Grace recollect the reform, that when firft you 
were made Mafter General of the Ordnance, you made in the 
drawing-room at the Tower ? 

J. Ida 

^. Do you recollcfl that the courfe of education was altered, 
and that Woolwich was preferred for many of them to the draw- 
ing-room in the Tower ? 
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Mr. Tcoie. Perhaps your Grace may rccolk£l, after die bufi- 
tiefs of this young man was concluded, and you had kindly 
given me a letter for the Paymafter for him, alking me whether 
I approYed of Mr. Pitt's fpeciiic plan for paying to thofe gen- 
tlemen who .were proprietors of Boroughs, and whom that plan 
fuppofed were not willing to yield any thing effential to the 
£dvation of the Country, unlefs they were paid for it — ^perhaps 
your Grace may recoUe£t afking me whether I approved of that 
part of Mr. Pitt's plan ? 

if. I am very forry that I cannot recoiled it* 

J^. Perhaps a circumfhuKe which ftruck you at that time, may 
rccal the whole to your recoUe^on^— can your Grace recoUedt 
that you difiiked the expence that it would caufe to the nation, 
and do you recollect a propo(al I made that inftead of the pro^ 
prietor of a Borough having an hereditary right to a feat in 
the Houfe of Commons, an exchange might be nude, and a 
peerage given to him, by which he would have an hereditary 
feat in die Houfe of Lords ? 

Duke of Richmond, Pray ftate that again 

Jlfr. Tooki. That a fort of exchange might be made— that a 
peerage (hould be given the proprietor of a Borough, by which 
he would have an hereditary feat in the Houfe of Lords — a fug- 
geftion from me that great expence might be (kved, and great 
benefit might accrue to the nation, fince the reprefentation 
would be reformed without any hurt to any body, by giving 
to the proprietor of a Borough a peerage, as an hereditary 
feat in one Houfe, inftead of an hereditary feat in the other, 
as a full compenfation for this Reform in the reprefentation of the 
Country I 

A. I cannot (ay that I recollcft it— it is very poffible that 
fuch a thing may have been iaid to me, but I do not recoU 
lect it. 

J^. Has your Grace no xecolleaion of the advantage that was 
dated to arife to the Country from fuch a fchcme ? 

A, It is at fuch a diftance of time, and not having had any 
idea that I fbould be called upon for it^ again, I cannot recol- 
lect itc 
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^ I ftiould not have thought your Grace would recollect it, 
except for the extreme latisfaCtion that at that time you ex- 
prefled 

J. I am far from (kying that it did not pafs, only that I do 
not recollect it. 

^ It would have been fo far a pleafurc to me, becaufe it (hews 
I was for promoting a peaceable method to fattsfy the proprietors of 
Boroughs — Does your Grace ever recollect to have met mc in 
a more public place, and which it will not be eafy to forg;ct— 
in a Convention of the City of Weftminfter, with the City of 
London, the Borough of Southwark, the County of Middlefex, 
and the County of Surry, not by delegation — ^to the number of 
a thoufand or twelve hundred together — 2, Convention of them 
under the name of the Quintuple Alliance ? 

A. I recollect having met Mr. Toolce upon a public occaflon 
of that fort, but whether exactly that he defcribes I cannot tell— 
It was the Quintuple Alliance at the London Tavern. 

^. Where, I fuppofe, your Grace may perhaps recollect you 
have frequently met me ? 

jf. I have feveral times feen Mr. Home Tooke at public 
places, but whether exactly at the London Tavern or tlie Thatched 
Houfc (I think I met him there) — ^I camiot charge my memory 
to the exact places. 

.^. I fir ft endeavour to draw to your Grace's recoUectbn 
the Quintuple Alliance, and then I would beg to afk your 
Grace whetiier you recollect at any of thofe meetings of the 
Quintuple Alliance, having declared to thofe who were prefait^ 
that we muft not reproach you and other Gentlemen in your 
ftation, if you did not fucceed in a Parliamentary Reform, for 
that the people muft do it for themfelves i 

A 1 cannot iaythat I recollect that. 

^. Yoiur Grace will recollect it, perhaps, from this circiuo- 
ftance, it was a very tempeftuous evenings— Do you recollect the 
time of the coalition, commonly fo called, the junction between 
Lord North and Oppofition ?^ 

j/. Perfectly. 

^ Does 
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J^. Does your Grace recollect the very forlorn fituation in 
which I ftood when Sir William Plomer was Mayor, with about 
twelve hundred gentlemen, with your Grace amongft thiem, 
very much enraged at me for fupporting the independence 
of the Crown againft this junction of parties tofeize power ? 

A, So fir from recollecting that, I never felt any animofity 
to any body for a propofal of that kind. 

j^. Your Grace recollects the circumftance of the meeting 

and the ftormy night, I fuppofe ? Ho you recollect being dif- 

pleafed at too free a mention being made of Mr- Fox ? Do you 

ever recollect at any period at the Quintuple Alliance, having 
ieen me in the fituation of (landing for an hour alone againft 
the hootings and hiffings of the meeting, and fucceeding at laft 
to have their unanimous approbation ? ^ 

A. I recollect having {^n Mr. Tooke at fome of thofe meet* 
ings, but at what meeting I cannot fay ; very often in a minority^ 
and arguing, and fpeaking with great ability, but I cannot re- 
collect the particular fubject, and very often gaining great ap- 
probation, but really I do not at this dlftance of time remember 
the circumftanccs fi> as to be able pofitively, upon my oadi, to 
ftate the particular occaflon. 

^ Was your Grace a member of die Society for Conftitutional 
Information \ 

A. I was. 

^. How many years back I 

A. That I do not recollect. 

SI2 I would afk pur Grace that which I think it impof&ble 
for you not to recollect—Whether you ever heard me at any of 
thofe meetings, fay any thing againft the King, the Lords, or 
the Conftitution of the Country ? 

A. Never-— quite the contrary I aflure you. 

^ Do you recollect introducing Mr. Pitt at a Convention of 
Delegates from the different counties and great towns at the 
Thatched Houfe Tavern ? 

A, I recollect having met Mr. Pitt there, but I do not remem^ 
ber that it was by my introduction. 

^. You met Mr. Pitt there I 
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A. I have met Mr. Pitt at fomc of thofe meetiiigs; I diihk, 

at the Thatchfcd Houfc Tavern. 

^. Can your Grace rccollecl thar, at that meeting, you vnxt 
principally Concerned ih perfuading thofi:^ who Were prefent, to 
give up thrir own private opinions, and leave it to the honour 
and difcrction of Mr. Pitt what plan to purfue, in Order to ob- 
tiiin a Reform in Parliament? 

jt, I do recollect it. 

i^ Your Grace recollcfls that this Convention of Dele* 
g:l^.•s met, when we plaCL-d our confidence in Mr. Pitt, for dot 
purpofc; that we met, we knew not for what^ and parted, not 
knowing what v/ould be done. 1 am putting, in other words, 
what your Grace hss recollc£tod ; that wc met, and, having 
nK-t, truftcd to- the honour of Mr. Pitt, to purfuc fuch phn 
a«>-, i:i his Jifcrction and honour, he fliould think fit, in order to 
cbtjin the obj'jdt that wc had in view ? 

L'jrd ChiffJ'jKce Eyre. What does your Grace recoiled? 

A. I rccolIcJl a mcctinj v/ith Mr. Pitt, T think, at the 
Thatched Houfe Tavern ; and I do rccolleft that I, at that meet* 
$ng, did endeavour to pcrfuadc thofc who were for a more ci- 
tcnfivc rcfv^rm, nc^t to infift upon that, but to truft to the at- 
tempts that woulJ.be made by Mr. Pitt, in the Houie of Comp 
nx):is, fi»ra more ir.<>Jc:ratc Reform. 

Mr. Tockc. Not Icmnving any thinp; fpccifically ? 

A. I do not pretend to (liy, v.hcthcr it was mentioned what 
that plan Was to be or not, but I did what I could to induce 
thofj, who were for the more cxtenfivc Reform, to withdraw 
their wilhcs upr>n that occafion, and to truft to the more mode- 
ri-tcone th.it v»':;s to be propofcd by Mr. Pitt. 

Air Tc'oh. I uiidcrftand your Grace ti> hare anfwcred to my 
queftion — that, as there were different opir.ions in this Conven- 
tion of Dolejvit^s ^"f'rn the counties and great towns, (and very 
numerous they v/ere) that wc v, crc pcrfuadcd, each individual, 
to rclinquifh lii*. own particular fcniiments, and to truft to die 
difcr.ti )ri and honour of Mr. Pitt, to take fuch ftepsas he, inhh 
wifdoai ar.d jv;i3^inent, fhould think fit. 

A I re- 
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A^ I recollect ^t, but I do not recollect that the heads of Mr. 
Pitt's plan were then known. 

J^ I will endeavour to recal your Grace's recollection to 
the time I fpeak of. Perhaps your Grace may be pleafed to re- 
collecty that, after Sir George Saville had not chofen to under- 
take the bufinefs, and Mr. Pitt was propofed, this was the firft 
meeting in which Mr. Pitt appeared in public, in the bufinefs of 
Parliamentary Reform^ and therefore his particular pbn could 
not be known, bccaufe your Grace will recollect, that Mr. Pitt's 
iirft motion, made on the yth of May, 1782, was for a Com*- 
mittee of the Houfe of Commons s your Grace recollects that ? 

A. Yes. 

J^ Confequemly, at this time, there cduld be no.fpecific 
plan, becaufe it was three years before it was brought I 

Lord Chief Juftlce Eyre. There is a little too much of argu- 
ment in this — ^put it by diftinct queftio^s — Can the Duke of 
Richmond ftate, firft of all, when it was that this converiation 
pafled? 

A. I cannot lay exa«^Iy the time« 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. Can you recolledi whedier it was 
before or after there had been any motion in Parliament by Mr. 
Pitt? 

A. I fpeak by a fort of guefs upon it — ^I ratbef think it was 
after. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. But have you any recoUeftion ? 

A. No. 

Mr. Tooki. Perhaps his Grace's re<iolle3ion may ferve him 
thus hx — ^Do you recoiled whether the fpecific Reform propofed 
by Mr. Pitt, was after he was Minifter, or before ? 

A. After. 

^ Then can your Grace recoiled whether you ever at- 
tended any Convention, or public meeting, with Mr. Pitt, after 
be was Minifter i 

A. I believe not. 

Mr. Tooie. Confequently, by your Lordlhip's afliftance, I 
have fixed the time to be before. 

Lord Chief fufiict Eyre, Does your Grace concludr, from 

Vot. II. F th>i: 
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tiiflt drcilmftance, tiiat thb was before Mr« PitI liiil made his 
motion ? 

if. Before he had made his laft motion. 

J^« Ttoh* Previous to the firft motion I 

Lord Chief Ju/lice Eyre^ Was tiiere more diui ooe motion 
made ? 

//. I think there were two motions made. 
. Mr. Tooke* Mr« Pitt made two morions ) rnie in Ae jfcar 
1782, for a Committee oF Enquiry, another a fpcdiic plan, in 
the year 1785. I believe in 1785 Mr« Pitt was Minifter*^ 
1782 he was in no office whatever. The Duke of Ricfamood 
fays he does not apprehend he attended any meeting aJtrr Mr. 
Pitt was Miniftcr> confequently, a recommendation to tbeper- 
fons there met, to truft to Mr. Pitt's difcretion what plan be 
would follow, muft have been for the previous naotJOD ■ mnft 
have been for the Committee of Enquiry. 

Mr. Attorney General. I will only afk one fingle qiicftibfr— 
Your Grace fays tliat this meeting agreed to truft to Mr. Pitt's 
difcretion — was that a diicretion to be exercifed in Pkrliamctf 
as a member of that Houfe i 

A. Undoubtedly. 

The Right HonouraUi fTtUiam Pittj (fwom). 
Examined by Mr. Tooke. 

^ I beg Mr. Pitt to fay whether that is Us hand-writing f 
(Jhewing Mr. Pitt a letter.) 

A, It is. 

Lord Chief Juflict Eyre. You muft ftate what !t it. 

Mr. Tooke. It relates to the importance of a Plarlianientarjr 
Reform. 

Lord Chief Juflice Eyre. How is tiut connefted with joar 
cafe r 

Mr. Tooke. In the fame way as die Duke of Ridimond*$ 
letter, which your Lordfhip admitted, that was introduced as s 
juftification to Mr< Hardy, and thofe perfons who puriued bis 
plan, and I introduce this as a juftiiication for myfdf. 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. Obfervc, Mr. Hardy introduced dv 
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( 6r ) 

Duke of RaehfliondVi plan, by ihewing diat diejr hftd profeifed 
Co hUaWj and had kXkmed if*— if pu fliew that you adopted 
or followed any pardctilar phus, fupported by Mr. Pitt, dien you 
make that evidence upon the fame principk«^You cannot intro- 
duce k in die manner yov now propofe. 

A£^. T§0ie. Mr. Fox, in his evidence, has proved a meeting 
at the Thatdied Hode Tavern, i^ere I attended ; and he has 
proved Aat I fupported, at that place, .die thanks of that oieet^ 
ing to Mrv Pitt, for the motion diat he had made. 

L^rd dief Juftut Ejre. And do you ftate diis to be diat 
^lecific mocbn? 

Mr. T$oki. That fpecific motion, which, at any time, regu* 
lated my condttd. 

Lmrd Chiif Juftice Bjre. If it be the fpecific motion, Mr. 
Fox aUuded to, you may property read it. 

Mr. 7ooh. This is the uriiole of die phn which I ever pur- 
fued; this ii recommended by Mr. Pitt; I diought it eflentialljr 
neceflary to the independence of ParKament, and die liberty of 
die peof^ : I never was a favourer of any particuHur phm; die 
whde of my efforts have been direded to Reform ; and what I 
am brought here for is, die having been friendly to toy fort of 
Reform diat Ihould alter die prefent fituatbn of die reprefenta- 
tion in die Houfe of Cntimons, diinking ncme could be for die 
worfe i not having been a favourer of any particular plan more 
dun of the plan of diis gcmkman, which they cannot by I 
followed, becaufe I was in it before he was bom ; he, in a high 
fituation, I followed in his fleps, having always done as diat 
right honoitfaMe gentlemati has done; afliuing the Committee 
that my exertions (hould never be wanting in fupport of a mea- 
fure, which I agreed with durm in thinking eflentially neceflary 
to die Indepcndeiioe of Parliament, and die liber^ of die peo- 
ple. 

' Lmrd Ckiif Jt^irf Eyri. I have ftated, diat as to any plan 
of a particular gendeman upon die fubjeA of t Reform of Par* 
liament, or any odier (ubjeft, unkft you conned^ by evidence, 
your own cooduA with it^ diat plan ts not admiffibic evidence. 

Mr.,T$9if. This is no plan. 

F 2 Lord 
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Ln-i Chief Jufllu Eyre. Whatexcr it be, any lciitiincntjo&« 
preiicd, by a particular gentleman, is nothingi unlefi you adopt 
it, and make it your own in your evidence. I told you \lial, 
in tbe cafe of Hardy, tfaey offered in evidence that they bad 
a£lcd upon the Duke of Richmond's plan; in order then to. fee 
what they a^fted upon, it was neceflary to look at the Duke's 
plan j if you can, preparatory to reading this paper, flicw. Aat 
you adcd upon this paper, or can, in any other way conneft 
your conduA with this paper, then it will be evidence. 

Mr. Tookc. I conceive I have proved that, both by the Duk« 
of Richmond and Major Cartwright — ^I take it, I have proved, 
that I adted precifcly upon the plan of the ri^t honourable gen- 
tleman. I fay tlw reafon why he pledged hi$ exertions, as I 
liave always done mine, is, that it is cfientially neceflary to the 
independence of Parliament, and the liberty of the people. 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. If it were your own plan, and 
Mr. Pitt, or aiiy other gentleman, had adopted your phm, that 
would not make it evidence; the only way in which it oould 
have been made evidence, was by Mr. Fox's evidence. Now the 
way in which I thought you had endeavoured to make it en* 
dcnce was, that there was a meeting, and you pr<^ied to diank 
Mr. Pitt for the f|)ecific plan he propofed in the Houfe of Ccxa- 
mons ; if this is that fpeciiic plan, it would be admiffible. 

Mr. Erfkine. Never having feen the letter my client holds in 
his hand, it was, for every reafon, better be fhould takedus 
part of the examination upon himfelf ; but, I think, it is not 
attended to by the Court what Mr. Tooke inftfts upon, and hov 
he conceives he is in a condition to read this letter. If I at« 
tended properly to the Duke of Richmond's examination, his GraoB 
proved that there was a meeting there — whether a ConvenOODi 
or what it was figniiies nothings— there was a meeting of 
gentlemen of great di{lin«5lion, undoubtedly, at the Thatched 
Houfe l\ivern ; and many of thofe perfons were very defirpull 
of adopting the plan his Grace had been the efpoufer of, namdy, 
Univerfal Reprefcntation ; that it was propofed that thofe per- 
funs fhould give up infiliing upon that f})ccific plan of Reform, 
and iliould rather trull it to the difcretion and integrity of the 
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right honourable gendeman, whoTe name was mentioned, ahd 
who is now fwom as a witnefs. Mr. Home Tooke (by your: 
Lordfliip's aififtance, {hewing him the fallacy of the examina- 
tion, unleis it came to diat point) was to fix the time— ^whether 
there was, at that time, anj fpecific propofition of Reform by 
Mr. Pitt ; and it came out by a condufion, which amounts to a 
mathematical demonfbation, dmt diat muft hare been fo ; for the 
Duke of Richmond (aid he never had been at any public meet- 
ing widi Mr. Home Tooke and Mr. Pitt, fiibfequent to the 
time when he did make the propofition. 

Lord Chief Juftice Ejn. I have put a mark againfl the 
whole of that evidence in my notes— that it amounts to nothing, 
becaufe Mr. Tooke has not conneded any afl of his with the 
Duke of Richmond's examination. 

Mr. Erjkine. That Is what I am juft going to do. Your 
Lordfhip puts a mark upon the evidence, that as yet that con- 
neflion has not be^ eflablifhed; but your Lonlfbip does not 
put a mark upon it, diat Us Grace has not fwora what I am 
ftating, namely, ^t he had never been at a public meeting 
widi Mr. Tooke and Mr. Pitt, fubiequent to that time; it^ ooiW: 
fequently, muft have been before Mr. Pitt moved any fpecific 
refolution, that what pafled between Mr. Horne Tooke, and Ac 
Duke of Richmond, did pafs. 

Lord Chief JuftUe Eyre. The objcdion is, that nothing 
pafTed between Mr. Tooke and d)e Duke of Richmond. The 
Duke recommended) at that meeting at which Mr. Tooke was 
prefent, diat every man fhould give up his fentjments, leaving 
it to the honour and difcre^ii of Mr, Pitt what plan to purfue^ 
in order to obtaun a Refbrm in Parfiament, upon which nothing 
was done by Mr. Tooke, one vray or odier. 

Mr. Erjkine. To whidi Mr. Tooke aflihted. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. ITiat was not proved, 

Mr. Erjkine. I tmderftood it was taken fbr granted tha^ he 
ttflented to that. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre {to the Dukoof Richmond). Does 
y^r Grace recolleft whether, when you propofed that every 
perfon (hould give up his own particular q>inictn, andbedif^ 



( 70 ) 
poTed tofubmit to a partial Rcfonn, prapeled bj Mr. PitttiriMt 
pan was taken hj Mr. Homt Tooke upon that oocaGon i 

Mr. Tnii. I beg his Grace to txy whedicr there via njr 
diflcnting voice— was it agreed to by the meeting I 

A 1 think ib. 

Mr. Erjkim. I fubmit to the judgment of the Court, te 
Mr. Home Tooke is now in a condition to have diia letter 
read, not knowing wAax the contents of the letter ara^ or how 
diey will particularly bear tfpon the cafc, for the itafoa gini^ 
not having heard it, I do not know. 

L^d Chief Juftici Byre. Who is the letter Id ? 

Mr. Tnki. It is a letter written by Mr, Pitt, upon the fiib* 
jeft of Parliamentary Refomu 

Lord Chief Jufiice Eyre. To whom ? 

Mr. T$9ke. I do not know diat} but Mr. Pitt d^dires it to 
be his hand-writing, diough not iei^ by the Seorctavy of 
State. I beg your Lordfliip to oonfider diat tilings found in my 
hand^ writing, without addre(s or fignature, have been mdi 
and this is in Mr. Pitt's hand^writii^ a mudi greater hnd 
than mine. 

L$rd Chief Juftiee Ejre^ That docs not make it evidence | 
he will be to give evidence, of any iaft contained iq diat ktter, 
in his own perfon, i|iin^ his letter only as Ibmfdiing to refrcfll 
his memory. 

Mr, Tioien Theq I beg to giye it him p nfttik hii me^ 
nK»7« 

Lird Chief Ju/lice Eyre^ If you can cofvicd- th^ letter widi 
Ae proceeding at the Thatched Hou(e Tavern, dieo, upon ^ 
ground we have gone upon before, | can admit the letter lo ^ 
read, otherwife I cannot. 

Mr. Erjkine. I conceived it, in my argument, to be a letter 
to Mr, Tooke. 

Mr. Tnie. I beg Mr* Pitt to (ay, if he caq recfuPefi^ tti 
whom this letter was fent ? 

jf. I am not able to recoiled the name, and ^ perlbn ; I can 
only judge from die contents of the letter, what dcfirripdon of 
perfon it might h^vc been diroctcfl to^ probably to fomc per- 
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fpn who acted as a Chairman of a Weftminfier Couunit^ec ; 
bceaufc I obTcrve it is taking notice of mjr not having been at 
home when die perfim to whom the letter was addrefled, and the 
other gentleman from the Weftmiofter Committee, did me the 
honour to calL — At this diftance of time, really I have no re- 
collection who the individual was. 

^ Have you any recollection of meeting me at the Thatched 
Houfe Tavern, in a Convention of Delegates from dii&renf 
counties? 

Mr, Pitt, To what time does that queftion refer i 

Mr. To9ke. The middle of May, 1782, or diereabouts. 

A. I recollect meeting a number of perfons at the Thatdied 
Houfe Tavern (bmie time fubfequent to the firft motion which 
I made in the Houfe of Commois in relation to Parliamentary 
Reform, and whidi muft, I think, have been about die middle 
of the month of May, 17SX 

j^« Do you recollect, w|»t his Grace the Duke of Richmond 
XCOoUects, diat a proposal was made — ^I ibould firft lay^ that it 
was of litde confequence diat you fhould have met me there-7 
but do you recollect meeting Lord Saint John diere, .or Mr. 
jiaint John? 

jL I think Mr. Saint John was prefent, but I am not cer- 
tain. 

^ Tliat, perhaps, may bring to your recdledion that I was 
(Nrefent-^ is not wordi while to attempt that — but by menti- 
oning fome cenverlation that paiTed at the time diat made you^ 
Jaugh, I might poffibly cal} it to your memory ? 

jL I cannot &y who was pre(ent, b^t I fhould rathej flate 
from recoUe^boa that Mr« HoriK Tookc was prefent* 

J^. Do you reooUe^ at that meeting, recommending to diofe 
who were diere met, and to me if I was there among them, to 
endeavour to obtain ii) die courfe of die fummer the (enfe of the 
people throi^tiQut £nghnd| in theif different parifhes, or finaller 
diftrids, in order to be a foundation for fiitiM'e application to 
I'drliamcntwidicSc^? 

Fi 4.1 
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A. I have no particular recolledlon of i t ^o nun cn ding fodi t 
meafure ; but my general rccolleftion is, that it was die fenfe of 
tliat meeting that means fliould be taken during die fummer fo 
recommend petitions to Parliament, in the next (effion, ^A a 
view to a Reform. 

Mr. Tooke. I fuppofe I may now have that letter read ? 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. No, you are not at all forwarded 
for reading that letter. 

Mr. Tocke. Then I hope I may have it back 9gain, 

Lord Chief Jujlice Ejre. Certjdnly. 

Mr. Tooke. I did intend to have aiked die right honourable 
gentleman many o^her queftions, but certainly the laugh of the 
Court prevents me from being feriousj dierefore, I will afk him 
no more. 

The Right HonourabU ITdliam Pitt^ 
Crofs-examined by Mr. Atttmy GeneraL 

^. Was there any thing pafled at that meeting about ufing 
mcafures to bring about a Convention of die people by Ddfr- 
gatcs from affiliated Societies ? 

Mr. Pitt. Two meetings have been fpoken of in die couHe 
of the examination I have heard; I wifli to know, for predfion, 
which meeting the queftion refers to? 

J^. To the meeting in May, 1782. 

Mr. Pitt. The meeting fub(equent to the motion made in 
Parliament ? 

Mr. Attorney General. I do not know that. — You ftated"Ait 
Mr. Tooke was prefcnt at a meeting fome time in May, 1782 ; 
was there any purpofe \ti that meeting to bring about a Con* 
vcntion of the people by Delegates from affiliated Societies^ ? 

A. Inhere certainly was never any fuch idea ftated by any 
man in my prefcncc. 

Mr, Tooke. Were we not a Convention — ^inftead of meeting 
for the purpofe of bringing about a Convention. What was 
that meeting but a Convention of Delegates from diflerent 
towns and counties throughout England. — Was it, or was it 
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not, a Meeting or Convention of Delegates, appointed by the 
diflFerent Committeei ' of difFerent counties and great towns in 
England i 

A. I have not an exa£l recoIle6Hon at diis time how that 
meeting was compofed, but I did not confider it as a meeting 
of perfons who were authorifed to a£t for any but for them- 
selves. 

Mr. Tooke, Then I will not trouble you with any other 
queftions, becaufe this queftion I fhall have anfwered by many 
other perfons, and it is 'not fit I fliould vex your recoUcdion. — 
I will a(k merely one queftion — ^1 am forry to trouble you with 
it— Perhaps, fir, you may be able to recoiled that the petition 
was objefted to in die Houfe of Commons upon that very 
ground, Aat it came from perfons in a delegated capacity ? 

A, No petition came firom the meeting to which I allude. 

^. But that meeting was the ground, caufe, and beginnit^ 
of thofe petitions vriiich afterward followed ? 

Lvrd Chief Juftia Eyre. I underftand your queftion to be, 
whether any petitions to Parliament were obje£ted to in Parlia- 
ment as coming fixHn delegated perfons ? 

Mr. Pitt. I have no recolle^on in my mind of any petitions 
fubfequent to that meeting that were 6bje£bd to upon die 
ground ftated; at this diftance of time I cannot pretend to 
fpeak pofitivcly to that circumftance. 

Mr. Tooki. Your Lordfliip will fee that I avoid afldnjg thefe 
l|ueftions firom the right honourable gentleman, not thinking it 
fiur th^t he ftiould be called upon at this diftance of time for a 
recolledion of fuch minute particulars as thefe, diough I am. 

L^rd Chief Juftice Eyre. And if pu can prove it by other 
evidence it certainly will be regular to do it. 

Mr. Attorney Central. Whether the perfons who compofed 
that meeting attended as Delegates of the people; whether 
they were to aft for themfelves, or merely for the perfons who 
fent them ? 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. That queftion was anfwered. 

Mr. P///. I underftood thofe perfons as cxprefling their own 
icnfe, not finding others. 

Lord 
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Lord Chief JuJIUi Ejre. Nor deputdi by others f 
j£ I do not know but that £ne of dioTc uvfiTidinh ouf^ 
have been deputed for the purpofe of promattng the olgcA cf 
an application to Parliament^ I cannot ftale cnAly how dot 
meeting was compofiML 

Richard Brinfiey Sheridany Efq. (fwom) 
Examined by Mr. Erfltine. 

!^ Do you know Mr. Horne Tooke ? 

Jf. Yes. 

j^ Have you ever ieen him at any meeting hdd fix die imr<« 
pofi: of Parliamentary Reform ? 

J, I have met him, certainly^ at fevcral mertingi Ud fm 
the purpofe of Parliamentary Reform, 

^ Be ib good as ftate to the Court iriiat diofi; meetinga weie» 
oc any one of thofe meetings ? 

J. I met him in difFeient Affixdations, I diink in the year 
s;8o \ and I rather think^^but really I am tt)t quite certvfr— 
in a Convention or Meeting to which different Deleg;stea bom 
various parts of the Kingdom were fent, who were deputod % 
confider of the beft means of promoting the objc£k of Fulia- 
mentary Reform^ — ^Delegates from counties, towu, and^Ucr* 
rut parts, to promote the objed of Pariiamentary Re&Mrm, and 
tc aft for thofe who deputed them, 

J^ Perhaps you know this bufinefe more fully than it has 
been hitherto ftated, from having been yourfelf a Delegate fioq 
feme di(tria I 

A^ I was a Delegate for Wcflminftcr, with, I think^ five or 
fix other gentlemen* 

^. What was the nature of your deputation ? 

y/y l*hc pi|r[)orc of our appointment was, tq adl in concert 
yi'wh the other Deputies or Delegates ; to correfpond with odier 
tipcielies, a{!'c>ciatcd to promote the object of Parliamentary 1^ 
form ; and, certainly, by all legal and conftitutional means, tQ 
intcrcft and engage the public mind in that objedl, widi aq 
fxpe^btion, certainly, diat the influence of public opinion 
would fc far operate iipjn the Iloufc of Commons as t^uX \fc 
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might ultimately gain our obje£l ; without which iiiBuence or 
intcrpofitioa on the part of the people, we certainly had x» 
hopes from the Houfc of Commons. 

J^ Did the inhabitants of Weftmuifter, fuch as wer^ friendly 
to Reform, leave it to the difcretion of their Dcl^ates .how 
that objed fhould be heft accompUihed in a legal and conftitu- 
clonal mode ? 

A* In my opinion they confided the means to them entirely. 

i^ Was it not a thing as notorious as that I am now ipealc* 
ing to you, that thefe Delegates did ad for other Societies, and 
not merely for themfelves ? 

A. I think we never figned any refblutions, or put forth any 
paper, in which we did not ftate ourielves to be Delegates a&» 
ing for other people. 

^. Do you think it is poffible diat a man could belong (9 
that Society, without feeing that thofe people with vriiom he 
afibciated were perbns of diat chara£ier and defcription, iiidi 
^n Afibciation as you are de&ribing, compoied of various per« 
(bus, in delegated charaQcrs, and figning their names as Dele*> 
gates, without knowing that Aey were ading for others X 

A Certainly no perfixi could bejong to that fort of Sodctf 
PC Convention diat I am fpeaking of without knowing it,, bet 
caufe he could not have at t ended it without being himfelf ap« 
pointed by fbme other body of people, 

J^. You fiiy you have ocrafionally (een Mr, Home Tooke at 
^fe meetings, which had for their objed, by the 'extending the 
influence of the public opinion, to intereft and engage the 
public mind» and thereby procure Parliament to do it ; did Mr« 
Home Tooke diflent from or aflent to the prqpoiittons thai . 
were made at thefe meetings ? 

^, I do not recoiled any inftanpe of Mr, Home Tookc^f 
diflenting from the general phm for which we were aflbciated, 

j^ Did M^« Tooke cooie there m a critic upon your prOf 
peedings, or to aifift and aid in the accomplifhment of your 
objed ? 

A I conceive Mr. Tooke came with ^ (am^ purppfe and 
pbjed whici} wc all didi 
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Lord Chief Jujihc Ejri. Was he a Delegate ? 

^. I do not exaflly recoiled; I imagine at fcxne of tliole 
meetings Mr. Tooke muft have been a Delegate. 

Mr. Attorney GemraL What number might Acre be of 
Delegates? 

jt. At one time a very confiderable number, from a great 
number of the mod populous and refpe^bble counties and 
towns, Yorkfhire, York, Devonfhire^ and a number of mem* 
bcrs of Parliament were there. 

Mr. Erjkine, Were you delegated to draw up a petition, to 
confider the language in which a petition (hould be drawn up, 
or delegated generally to conftder how, by legal and. con* 
ftitutional means. Reform fhould be obtained ? 

y/. Certainly we confidered ourftlves as delegated generally 
to purfue ^c beft and the ftrongeft legal means to obtain our 
objeft. 

^ Wa« the aft of petitioning, the time when, the mode, 
and to whom the petition (hould be addrefTcd, left to the Dele- 
gates ? 

J. Certainly we were very much of opinion Aat p e titi o m 
(except for the form of the diing, and the appearance of it,) till 
they came generally from the whole body of the people to the 
Houfe of Commons were perfedly frivolous and uieleis. 

^. You were of that opinion, with the Duke of Richmond 

>/. I was of that opinion with the Duke of Richmond, cer« 
tainly. 

^. I underiland you aflbciated yourfelves together as Dele- 
gates in order to coile£t the publjc fentiment upon that head ? 

J. Undoubtedly; and expe£Hng that, at leaft, we fliould 
have Delegates or Deputies meet in a much larger Meeting qr 
Convention frt>m all parts of the Kingdom. 

^. Now, by colIeSing the public opinion lb as to make ft 
operate upon the Houfe of Commons, was it ever intended that 
it Oiould operate upon the Houfe of Commons by violence and 
ibrce, and rebellion ? 

J. Certainly not by any thing like violence or force; but 

wc certainly did cxpcft to create a degree of awe in the Houfe 
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of Commons of us and our proceedings — ^Not a wrong ot ftrt- 
proper awe, but that fort of awe and refpefl which we conceived 
the Houfe of Commons were bound to paje, and muft pay, to the ' 

juft fentiments of the people at large, when colleAed and ex* 
preffed. * 

J^. As every diing muft have a beginning and a progrefe, this 
was to go on progreffively from fmall numbers to greater num. | 

bers, and from thence to greater, until you could furround Par- 
liament with the voice of the people i 

A. Certainly that was our purpofe and hope. 

Richard Br'wfiey Sheridan^ Efq. 
Examined by Mr, To9ki. 

J^ Do you recoiled the 14th of July, 1790, the firft meet- 
ing which was called as an anniverfary of the French Revolu- 
tioa — Do you recollc^l meeting on that day ? 

jL I recoUefi pcrfecftly attending an anniverfary dinner at the 
Crown and Anchor, to celebrate cither the taking the Baftille ! 

or the acceptance of the Conftitution ; in (hort, to celebrate 
the cftabiifhment of. the Revolution in France. 

j^ Do you recolle6l who took the chair ? | 

A. Lord Stanh(^. 

J^ Do you recoUedy a( that meeting. Lord Stanhope being 
in the duir, that you made a motion in thefe words, or to this 
effeS— ^ That this meeting does moft cordially rejoice in the 
^ eftabliflunent and confirmation of liberty in France ; and that 
^ it beholds with peculiar fatisfaction the fentiments of amity 
^ and good-will which appear to pervade the people of that 
^ Country towards this Kingdom, efpecially at a tiiDe when it 
<^ is the manifeft iotereft of both ftates that nodiing (hould in- 
*^ terrupt the hannony that at prefent fubfifts between thea^ and 
<^ which is fo eflential for the freedom and happineft not only 
^ of both nations but of all mankind V* 

A I recollect moving die refolution myfelf ; and I imagine 
(I cannot be poCtive, having no copy of it, and not having 
chat circumftancc much called to m^ recoUedion, till I beard ic 

men- 
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nentbnect by Mr. Ertkine) but I conceive dntt is, mxi far 
word, the refolution that I wrote and moved. 

^ Do you recoiled that I, being then and diere prdenr, 
siade no objeAion to the motion, but expreflcd a ftrong dcfire 
that fome qualifying expreffion might be added unto this genenl 
motion of approbation of the French Rev(riudoi>—Did I eaqvcb 
my full approbation of that nu>tion ; and did I, or did I not, at 
that time, mention the danger of miltnterpretadon or niibppr»> 
henfion of others who were not friendly to the liberty of 
France ? 

jt I (hould ftatc that diat which was moved by me, was not 
baftily drawn up at the time, but I went there with a gresit body 
of refpe£bible gentlemen, moftly belonging to die Whig Club, 
upon an invitation from the Stewards the day befbrci and upon 
full coofideration with rcfped to the propriety of attending diis 
meeting, at which Lord Stanhope was advertifed to be in the 
chair* I dated that fome intemperate refiJudon might be. moved 
in which I did not choofe to be implicated ; and, dierefbrc, it 
was propo&d that we fliould draw up a refoludon, this was done 
by me, and the refolution, juft read, was dien drawn up, it wi^p 
moved by mc fooa after dinner, I think upon my health being 
drank, and received with very great approbatibn* 

L§rd Chief Jujiice Eyre. The point is» how Mr. Home 
Tooke conducted himfclf? 

A I remember pcrfecdy the circumftance that lAc, Hocae 
Tooke did not dirccdy object to the reioludon, but juft as it 
was going to be put he rofc, I thuik he firft of all propofed an 
amendment to it. I remember very diftinctly his ftating that an 
luiqualiiied approbation of the French Revolution, in ti^ tcnfls 
in which I had moved it, might produce an ill eflFect out of doorS; 
that it might induce a difpofition to m'oludon in this Country, 
or if it did not produce that efiect, at leaft, it was capable of 
being mifreprefentcd fo as to be ftated to have that object and 
intention. — ^I think, I recollect perfectly Mr* Tooke's adverting 
la his 4j)eech to the circumftance of all the gentlemea at the 
flweiiogy having national cockades iu their hats» which wc J\ 
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Kaii-4)e argued die neceffity of qualifying our approbation of 
the French Rerohitioiii tnid die eftablifliment of liberty tci 
France^ widi a dcdaration of our attachment to the princifdes 
of our own Conftitutim. I r e m e m ber, perfectly, his fpeaking 
in a figurative manner, and defcribing die former government 
of France, as a veflbl fo foul and decayed, that repair merely couM 
mt (ave it from deftrtiction — ^I' cannot be pofitive to the words^ 
I am pofidve to the purport of diofc words, I am going to ftate 
now — I am quite pofidve to the very terms, that in contrafting 
our ftate, he fiud, thank God, the main timbers of our Confti- 
tution are found, having before obfcrved diat fomc reforms were 
eflentially neceflary ; I remember the converfation, or debate, the 
more accurately from die circumftance of thofe fentiments of 
Mr. Home Tookc having been received by fome violent people^ 
or by people who miftook his intendon, widi great di&ppro- 
bation, and with very rude interruption, inafinucfa that^ i 
bdieve, Lord Stanhope, the chairman, interfered to preferve 
drder. 

Mr. Attormy GtmraL That it might produce a revoludon 
did you fay ? - 

Lori Chief yujtlci Eyre. A difpofidon to revolution. 

Mr. To^ie. Is that the only time in which you remember me,* 
In different meetings, to have been received widi great diiap* 
probation, or have you frequendy, or more than once known me 
to be received by very large companies, with very great difap- 
probation ? 

jf. In very mai^ public moetings I.have had the misfortune 
to differ with, and to oppofe Mr. Tooke — I have frequently 
feen him received with very confiderable marks of diiapproha- 
tjon, but I never (aw diem mudi afFed him. 

Mr. Tooke. My queftion, upon that head, was to fhew diat 
I was likely to have very troublefome fubje£ks, after I had depof- 
ed our Lord the King, for I was conftandy received with very 
great difapprobation. 

Do you recoiled, whether thefe words, or the fubftance, was 
die motion which I made at diis meeting, after die other motion 
had been carried : ^ We feel equal ^sfa£tion that die fubjeSs 

i<^f 
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*^ of England, by the virtuous exertions of their anceftors^ hk\9 
*^ not {a arduous a taflc to perforniy as die French Ii^ve hdi 
^^ but have only to nuintain and improve the Conftitutioiii 
^^ which their anccftors have tranfmitted to tfaem.^' ? 

J. I recolledl Mr. Tookc propofed either precHely diofe wordsi 
or words to that effect, as'an amendment I oppoCed the amend- 
ment on the ground generally, that we met there, as die adver«* 
tifementhad publifhcd, to give our opinion, and exprcft ourap^ 
probation of the eftablifhment of liberty in France, and die 
dc(lru£lion of the old dcfpotic government, which we conceived 
to have been the conftant enemy of this Country, therefore^ I 
objected to any amendment being grafted upon that, becaufe 
there might be pcrfbns in the company who might not agrees 
that there was any Reform neceilary in this Country, and it 
was introducing debateable matter, which might difturb the har- 
mony of the company. — ^I think Mr. Tooke withdrew cbt 
amendment aftcrv/ards, and moved it as a diftin& propofilMfH 
and having overcome the oppofition and tumult by codneb 
and perfcverancc, it was afterwards adopted as unanimoufly at 
my refolution had been before. 

A'lr, Tookc* xVIr. Sheridan lluted, that his motion was not a 
(uddcn one, but well deliberated upon before for the purpo^ of 
moderation. I beg the Attorney General will obfcrve» that I 
moderated the moderater. 

Richard Brinjley Sheridan^ Efq. 
Crofs-examined by Mr, Solicitor General* 

J^ You (btcd, I think, that it was in the year 1790^ wfaea 
this meeting was held to celebrate the French Revolution ? 

A. In the year 1790. 

^. Do you recoiled at what time of the year it was ? 

J. In the fummer, I think. 

^ The 14th of July? 

Jt. Yes. 

j^ Do yott recollect what name, what titlc^ tlie people there 
aflumcd i^ 

^.Ido 
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i#. I do Mt| IflKMiU^ltiik the title was fim^jM*^ Fnends to 
^ die itftAKftrtimt of the libeity of France.'* 

j^ Is it«-^ Tlie fttends of liberty in London, afiemUed die 
^ X4di of July^ if^ toodebraie die Frenth Revolation.^' ? 

^. It might hck 

^ As die firiendsof Hberty yon met in London to cekbiate 
dtf Frftidi Revotutton i 

A Yes. 

^ Do you recollect a meeting of die 6aM Hxt mfjqti 

A. I reoiUect dierc w» a fimibr meedng called* 

j^. Were yoti pfefisnt at thitt fecond meeting ? 

A. I was not prefent) but I was not abfent from arfy aftei>a»- 
don in my opinion* 

^ You do not know what pafied at that meeting, on die i4th 
of July, 1791? 

A. I know what pafled at* meeting I was p#efenf at, not at 
s meeting I was tet prefeot at. 

^ You frid^ I Oink) diat Mr. Todte^s pfopofidofr tt^ qtia^ 
lily the addr^ you propofed,.and that whathe faid upoii die 
fubject Was reoeiveii^ by fame violenf peOpfe^ wid^ g^^elKf-diia|r« 
probation f 

A I imagine it muft be from Tome violent peof^id. 

•^ What was die nature of the difiipprob^ttion, fightfied? 

A^ A great deal of hiiEng, and interrUptioi^ evety marie oTdif* 
a^robation, which is common in public ntieetii^ of that f6rt. 

j^ A disapprobation of the ameiidnWnit diatt wte p/op6fed, or 
of any thing ihalt was £ud by-Mn Tookc I 

A. Ceruinlyi the difepprobation proceeded front pesfohs wh6 
appeared to^differ frdm Ms. Tooke,-' and tc> cc^ndeten'tfae niode- 
vauon of. his piihdpks. . 

j^. Y«tt fpoke e£ a meeting^of p^riiftisiti'drie yetr ^78o;'wh6 
were dekribed aa delegas st *- l >oty»a redCfltett a< what time dF 
^yiearthatmeetiig was? 

A. I think it muft have been in the year 1780, but I c^UUM 
be po(iuv& • 

i^; Wen diefe oMc diaa one ftiA iMc^n^^ 
Vm. II. G A Firft 
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A, Firft of all there was the Weftminftcr AflbCfation, a 
committee appointed by the Weftminftcr Aflbdation— dieii 
there was a meeting cdled the Quintuple AUiance, a <gfiMral 
meetings Which had for its more nnmediate object the pramoling 
a plan of economical Reform, but which avowedly aimed and 
pointed at a plan of Parliamentary Reform-*4n diat meeting we 
fat for a confiderable time in Guildhall, in the city of London^ 
by perminion of the Lord Mayori and Court of Aldennen, 
attended by their officers. 

J^. You fald that the Delegates, at this meetif^, wore per- 
fons who profcflcd to act for thofe who deputed diem^-did Aey 
propofc to act for any perfons who did not depute them \ 
A. Certainly not. 

ij). In the name, or on behalf of any perfons who did not 
depute them ? 

A. I (hould have thought that a very abfurd and extraordinary 
propofition, and having no recollection of any fuch, I fiippoft 
nobody abfurd enough to propofe any fuch thing. 

i^ Then thofe that were in the character of Del^^ates, yoa 
undcrilood, profcflcd to act for, and in the name of dicfe by 
whom they were deputed as Delegates \ 
A. Certainly. 

^ Were there any perfons who attended thofe meirtiiigs, dot 
were not in the character of Delegates ^ 

A, I remember at a meeting at the King's Arms, in Weft- 
minfter, a number of perfons attending, who, I fiioiild conceive, 
were not Delegates ; I am not confident, but I remeniber our 
examining the Duke of Portland, with refpect to words fpoken 
by Lord Hawkefbury in the Houfe of Lords, throwing ifai 
inipuution of faction and fedition upon thefe Conventiofis anl 
Delegations.— •! fhould fuppofe the Duke of Portbnd wu in- 
troduced for the purpofe of givij»g this infonsation, as to the 
words to which wc examined Iiim, but that he was not a Ode* 
gate. 

J^. WTicther you were in Parliament in the year 1780 ? 

A. I was not in Parliament ,> but my bavbg beeo inP«iis* 
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•fncnt ccrtaihly has not alttred my conviction of the neceffity of 
a Reform. — ^I came into Parliament in 1780, but I was not 
when I firft belonged to thofe Aflbciations. 

j^. Were you at any meeting of the fiunc fort, in the year 
178a ? 

A. If there were any meetings of the fame fort, I am porttive 
I muft have attended them, for 1 never have altered my prin- 
ciples, nor avoided any opportunity of promoting die object I 
then profcffcd to fupport. 

J^. You do not recollect being prefent at any meeting in 
1782? 

A I do not exactly recollect the time. 

Richard Brinfiey Sheridariy Efq* 
Re-examined by Mr. T$oie. 

Mr, 7o9ke, It is neceflary for me to fet right what appears 
to be imagined by the learned Counfel, by fome queftion that 
he aflccd — Was that anniverfery meeting on die French Revo- 
lution, before or after the Weftminfter eledion, in die year 
1790 f 

A. I thinlc diat muft have been after the eledion. 

^ You faid a great number of the Whig Club agreed tO 
attend— were there many of diat Club attending that meet * 
ing ? 

A. A great number. 

^. Do you fuppofe that the particular peribnal violence 
againft me, might not arife from the gentlemen of the Whig 
Club, who had unanimoufly been fupporting Mr. Fox, in op- 
pofition to me, at that Weftminfter eleSion ? 

A. There certainly was, in Yhe party I was in, no cordial 
good-will towards Mr. Toolce. 

Mr. Topie. The oppofition was perfonal, and not to the 
inotton ; for afterwards, when they came to hear the nuxlerate 
language I held, they unanimoufly adopted my motion. 

Lord Chief Jufiiee Eyn. When does Mr. Sheridan under^ 
Hand the firft meeting of Delegates to have been held, and 
i^liei^ • 
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A, There was ameetiiig of the Delegates held, I tiiiok, in 
an auiSion-room, fomewhere near King-ftreet ; but as to the 
time I cannot be pofitives I rather think I did not attfiiid« 1 
was either unwell, or fomcthing prevented me-rJ reiaeniber 
Mr. Thomas Grenville was a Delegate for die dty of Weft« 
minfter. 

Lord Chief Jujiici Eyre. Do you happen to know hsm miO][ 
met, and for how many places they were delegated ? 

A. I am ferry I have not refrefhed my memory upon tfaalfiibf 
jeiSt, but the proceedings are all collected aad printed. 

Lord Chiff Juftice Eyre, Do you recoiled uriiere die not 
meeting was ? 

y/« I really do not ; I rather think the next was in GuildhaD. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Was that a meeting of the lame 
Delegates from the £une places, or was it a. meedng of odier 
perfons ? 

A. I am pretty fure of other perfons. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Of perfons that were l^iiQim.bj the 
name of the Qiiintuple Alliance ? 

A, Certainly not — I am pretty pofitive not— I am fure not 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Do you think it was a mcetii^ of 
o'jher Delegates ? 

A. I knew very few of the gentlemen ; they were g y n f f rn - ; 
from different parts of England, who produced their powers \ 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. What was the next meetiDg yoa 
recoiled ? 

A. I do not know whether the meetings were very fbnnally 
fqsarated, or grew thin, and fell oiF without any formal break- 
ing up. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Do you recolle£l any meetings of 
Delegates at any other places ? 

A. I for^t the nature of the meeting at tte. Thatcfae^ Hoafe; 
nor am I fure that I was at it ; I rather think I was^.ipot : I. dq 
not dunk that could be called a. meeting of Delegates, thoudi 
there were certainly perfons there that were notmeip^^ oif 
Parliament.^ ^t die Duke of Richmond's houfe^ ij^.Privj Q|r« 
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dens, I remember propofing dot Mr. Pitt ihduld i>eTeqUefted to 
move a Reform of Parliament in die Houfe of Copimons. 

Lord Chief J^tt Eyre. That is all that you recdlciS par- 
ticularly of ^ meeti ngs ? 

A. Yes. 

Mr. Attorney General. My^Ieamed friend is calling one Vit-* 
iieft to contradift another. 

Mr. Efjkine. I am not calKi^ one witnefi to contra&d ah- 
odier. 

L^rd Chief Jaftice Eyre. There was (boie qoeftioii diat ftnd- 
ed that way ubdoahtedly. 

Mr. Pitt. I underftood I vm§ ifked only to d\e m^r^ at 
the Thatdied Houfe \ I alio r6collea being preTent kt a ititsMn^ 
of die Duke of Richmond's. 

Leri Cbirf Jufiice Byre. I onderftodd ydtt to gtvte to ac- 
count of the meeting at die Duke of Richmond's ? 

Mr. Pitt. That being mentioned, I wifli not to conrA my 
Evidence; for I have nothing to dDrreft in it^ but to ^kU, 4ilt 
Aere was a meeting previous to my making the motion for d 
Parliamentary Refotm, not at die Huitched Hoiife, but at the 
Diike of Richdobiid's ; and at which #m pfefeht ft cOiifider- 
able number) I believe, of members of Parliament, and fome 
perfons who were not memblsr^ of Psurtiamenti and who, I con- 
cdve, had been delegated from difielidht county meetings, tcA 
fcmnX cides and towns. 

The Right Honourable Earl Stanhope^ (fworn) 
Examined by Mr, Erjkine. 
J^. Your Lordfliip was in the chair at the m^ihg mehtiohed 
I7 Mr. Sheridan? 

vf I perfeffly recoiled having been in die chair at a public 
flieeting, held on the I4di day of July, in the year 1790, ont* 
year after di^ Baftille had been pulled down, and we met to ce- 
Mirate dM glorieus event 

j^. What dumber of perfoA^ attended ^xHL meeting, and of 
lrtn< defefiptions \ 
- JL Some hundreds of a very rdi)e^ble dcfcripdoh. 
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^ Does your Lordihip remember die gentleman at die tn? 
being preient ? 

jf. Moft perre£tly. Mr. Sheridan was there. 

^ Doss your Lordfhip remember die motion made by Mr. 
Sheridan — die refolution propofed by him ? 

jf. To die beft of my recoUaEHon the healdi of Mr. Sheridan 
was drank ; fomething of that fort introduced It ; and be made 
his mo^on, which was, as far as I could hear, as it was read to 
this Court this day. 

J^. Does your Lord(hip remember what Mr. Tooke (aid pre^ 
vious to his moving that refolution, which was alio read ? 

J. Mr. Sheridan had, if I ^^llefk, thanked them, and ac- 
preflTed his pleafure, when diey drank his health, of the appro- 
bation— 

Lord ChiefJuftUe Eyre. Your Lordihip it aiked re^ic^Hi^ 
Mr. Tooke. 

jf. Mr. Tooke having fpoken refpeding the apprdbadan of 
Mr. Sheridan, and the pleafure he had in the approhattoa of 
the gendemen prefent, and the public, he faid fomediing to. thit 
ciFed : that he had been in the habit of flattering women» but 
he did not like to flatter men. He was hiflisd fat Ais^ and, I 
believe, he was the more hiflfed, becaufe it was a littk after dv 
Weftminftcr eIe£lion. After that Mr. Tooke went on, and he 
did not fpeak fo refpcflfully of the refolution moved by Mi; 
Sheridan, though he did not oppofe it, a$, I confds, I-wiflied: 
but he ftatcd the danger of its being mifunderftood, and milcon- 
ceived by the public, and advifed fomething to be added ; I diinkhe 
propofed it as an amendment, but fomething to be added about our 
own Conflitution ; he faid fomething about fliip's dmbers \ and, 
I think, I recolledl an cxpreflion that was ufed, whkh was, tbt 
all our timbers were found : he was very much hiflled and hooted, 
indeed, for it ; as far as I could recollect they conceived he ms 
talking about venal boroughs; but I, who knew that he wis a 
friend to a Reform of Parliament, did not underftand him in ihit 
fenfe \ I underllood him to mean the main timbers of the CoP« 
ftitution ; at the fame time I did not much like the CTp reHk a ^ 
bt'^^iufe it was liable to be fo mifunderftood. It was with fiane 

difliculty 



difficulty that I could procure Mr. Tooke z hearing, for diey 
feemed very angry at him ; and I do not know whether I could 
have procured him a very patient hearings if I had not dona 
fomediing tb this efled; I expoftulated with diem on the pro- 
priety of hearing him ; I do not remember my words, but I 
faid to this cSk&j diat they might hear him firft, and hife him 
afterwards ; and they did hear him. I think there was fome 
litde debate about Mr. Tooke's motion ; and, at laft — not wilh« 
ing to mix a fober approbation of that event in France, which 
we exprefled by the refolution we hoped would produce peace 
between the two countries, with any thing relative to our home 
poKtics— -the propofid of Mr. Tooke was made as a feparate mo- 
tion ; and the fubftance of that feparate motion was, to the beft 
of my memory and recollection, that we did not want a revolu- 
tion in diis Country, but an amendment, in fome refpedts ; and 
the refolution was, as far as I can recoiled):, as ftated this day. 

^ At that time, from die date, the company all knew that 
the Conftitution of 1789 was eftablifhed in France ? 

A There had been, properly fpeaking, die Conftitution of 
1789; I cannot fpeak to what pafled in France of my own 
knowledge ; but there were two Conilitudons, according to my 
memory, one that was finiihcd fometime, I believe, in the year 
1789, and dien that fame was perfeded, and was not finifhed 
rill 1791, It was technically commonly then called the French 
Conftitudon of 1789, 1790, and 1791. 

^ Has your Lordfhip any rcaibn to believe, that the di(ap- 
probadon, fignified by part of the company, to Mr. Tooke, 
before they knew what he was about to propofe, arofe from 
a difpofidon in that company, as far as it was fignified by 
them, to introduce any diing like difbrder or anarchy in this 
Country? 

A As it appeared to me there were a number of gentlemen 
diat, widiout any difrefped to them, you might technically call 
Foxites; Mr. Tooke, it is well known, flood againfl Mr. Fox 
for Weftminfler, and Mr. Tooke not being very civil to Mr, 
Sheridan, they hifled him. 

^ Had you any roafon to believe, from knowing the charaAer 
G 4 and 
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and compkxiop of ^e ijerib^s pne(qiit, that ibn^ ymre mng 
them any perfons wbo wiflitd to fiibvert sutd ^cfiioy the Gpvenw 
;nent of this Country ? 

J. I am perfectly perfuaded, by die demeMumr and oonAict/af 
thejjentlemen there, andasiar asljuiewof Aema thatthcyhad 
^lo.fuch intention. 

j^. Your Lordlhip at leaft knows your own intention i 

A. Moft certainly. 

j^. When didyouc^ie tobeamember of thff HoiUeofCcni* 
mons 9 I forget when you became £arl Sr4nhape \ 

A. I w^ in &e Houfe of Lords at the time of this nqeetij^. 

^. But, in 178^ ypu were Lord Mahon, if I xccoDca 
right? 

A. Yes, and I was in 1785. 

^. Was your Lordfliip a member o^ the Houfe of CommanS| 
during the life of your fether ? 

A. During the latter part of his life \ I came into Paiiiamenf^ 
I think, at the General Ekction, in the end of the year 1780. 

J^ Does your Lordfhip remember attending any, and iriut 
pieetings, upon the fubjcct of Parliaipent^y Refivm ? 

A. 0\ attended a grea( many gf them« 

^. Be fo good as dcferibe diofe n^eetings at which you bm 
Mr. Horne Topkc-^what were the nature and defcriptiaa of 
^hofe meetings? 

herd Chief Jujlice Eyte, fir ft of all^ did you fee Mr. Home 
Tookc ^t any of the^ fneetings? 

A. I am perfedUy pertain I did ; I wfis at the ipeeting that was 
held at the Duke of Richmond's houfe. 

Lord Chief Jujiic^e fyre. Was Mr. Hornc? Tooke there ? 

A. } believe he was, but I cannot be certain — I wa$ there. 

Mr, Attorney GerieraL ITiat is nothing at all to the purpofe ; 
your Lordfliip ought to know the rules of evidence bettcr-;-7be 
fo gQod as inform i|s of any thing that pafl$:4 at the meetipgi 
V^berc Mr. Hprne Tpoke was. 

A. \ have (onie recoUedion of it^-but I cannot bf crrt4ii| 
v-hcth^r he was there or not 

4 AIr% 
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Mr. Erjkini. Be ib good as go to any meeting held, jkt ^ich 
jTpu (aw Mr« Tooke? 

.>/. I am pretty clear that Mr, Horne Tooke was at die -peet* 
Ing that was held at die Thatched Houie Taveriij in the yev 
1782; it was aihort time after Mr, Pitt's ^& mf^tipn, for Mr. 
Pitt made three motions— Mr. Pitt'silrft motion for Psirliainen- 
tary Reform liad . been negatived by die Houfe of Commons, 
where it was movedr— die £rft motion of Mr. Pitt was.m kind of 
general modon to go into .a Committee«-4iis fecond was njore 
particular J aAd his third motion, wbifh was in 1785, I dunk 
wa;s to advance a million fUxling^ for the purpole of buying up 
Jboroughsi and it was after Mr. Pitt's firft motion was rejc6bed, 
that this meeting was at the Thatched Hpufe; and Mr, Pkt 
was there, Mr. Wyvill wa9 there, the Duke q( Richmond WM 
diere, and I dare fay I could recoiled others. 

j^. If I uiiderftand you right, at the time of the meeting your 
Lordfbip is qow about to ipeak to, Mr. Pitt had made 00 fpedfic 
propofidon, but only that general proportion you referred to i 

A. The modon that he made will beft appear by the Journals 
of the Houfe of Commons. 

^ To be fure it will, but we do not go to that pret^fion — be 
fo good as ftate what pafled at the mieedng which you npw 
advert to, at which Mr. Home Tooke was prefent — ^I under« 
ilaiid that it is not yet fetded, my Lord, whedier your Lordibip 
has fworn diat Mr, Tooke attended at the meedng at the 
1 hatched Houfe Tavern ? 

A. I remember perfei^y his attending ; I am pefidve of it in 
1785, at the meedng at the Thatched Houfe Tavern, but I am 
|iot equally fure that be did £0 attend in the year 178^ 

^. Do you bdieve he did ? 

A I t)cUeve he did. 

Urd Chief Jufiice Ejr^. The Duke of Richmond (aid Mr. 
Tooke ¥^as there at that meeting. 

A. I believe the fact to be fo, but I cannot charge my memory 
with it pofittvdly ; but I am fure the Duke was there, and I am 
(uxe Alf. Pitt was there, and I am fure Mr. WyvitI wa» 
thc^fe. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Erfkine. And I am fore the Duke of Richmond has fwom 
Mr. Tookc was there. Be fo good as tell us what was done at 
that meeting,' and what part did Mr. Home Tookc take in the 
bufmcfs of that meeting? 

>/. I cannot charge mj memory with l!he part he took, becaufe 
I am not poiitive that he was there ; but I verily diink fo— but^ 
as to the genend bufinefs of the meeting, to the beft of my le* 
^-ollcAicm it was a motion that, I believe, will be beft found in 
Mr. WyviH's coileftion — a general motion in favour of a Re- 
form* I do not know whedier there were not thaidcs to Mr. 
Pitt^ or fomcthing to that efled; and there was a recommenda- 
tion to the people, in the fecond refolution, to meet during the 
fummcr, for the purpofe of enforcing, I underflood, but I for* 
get the words ; but that is the purport— by legal means a Par- 
liamentary Refonn — infliort, to encourage the people tofupport 
it by petitions, and fo fortJu 

^. Docs your Lordfhip recoiled^ being prelent at Aemeeting 
in 1785? 

Jt. I very ptrfcfUy recoIleA I was diere, and I am iure Mr. 
Toolcc and Lord Surrey were; the prefent Duke of Nor&lk 
was in the chair; Mr. Wyvill, Mr. Fox, Mr. John Jebb, and 
the late Alderman Townfcnd were there ; and I think AMerman 
Sawbridgc and Mr. Wilbcrforce were there. 

^. What was this meeting; how conftituted ?' 

J. The pcrfon that caufed it to be brought together was Mr, 
AVyvill ; Mr. Wyvill was a warm friend of Mr, Pitt's iafl plan 
for a Parliamentary Reform, which 'wzs rcje£fed in the year 1783; 
I mean that which propofed the million to be given to buy> the 
boiojghs. Mr. Wyvill had written an account of Mr. Pitt's 
plan, which he ihewed to me — I had fuggefted fomc trifling 
alterations, v/hich he, I underftand, fhewed to Mr. Pitt him- 
(hlf, and that thing, fo prepared by Mr. Wyvill, was read at 
that meeting. 

i^. Where Mr. Tooke was prefent ? 

ji. Yes, it was an exaft copy of Mr. Pitt's laft pbn, which 
has been printed; and Mr. Wyvill, to the beft of my memory, 
moved a fi^xif^c approhatioii of that plan of Mr. Pitt's 5 that ie 

ivouhl 
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trould be a great improvement in the conftitution ; fomc pcrfons 
objeded to it ; among others I recollect, very well, that Mr. 
Charles Vox objected to it : Mr. Tooke was for it, and Mr. 
Toolce debated it with Mr. Fox. 

^ Does yoQT Lordfliip recoiled how diat meeting was in- 
ftituted; did you each come in your own perfons, for yourfelves, 
or reprefent any ecfaer bodies of men, and what ? 

A, I have been at meetings of Delegates, in the years 1 780 
and 1 78 1, a Convention of Delegates ; but, at this meeting that 
I am now fpeaking of, we attended in our individual capa* 
city. 

j^. Can you take upon yourfelf to fay, dlftin£Uy, that Mr. 
Tooke did^ unequivocally, aflent to the diftind propofidon fo 
made by Mr. Pitt himfclf^* which, was cejeded in the Houfe of 
C oHM noi M ? 

jf. The motion made by Mr. WyvHl was an approbation of 
Mr. Pitt's plan ipecifically, after the plan had been read from 
this paper—- it was upmi the holding up of hanch^ aye or nc^ 
upon that motion, dat Mr. Tooke was for it, and debated 
for it. 

J^ Have you ever had an opportunity of feemg Mr. Tooke 
at other times, independent of thefe public meetii^s that you aic 
i^teakingof? 

j/. Yes, I have ieen him at the public readings at Liffle-Arect, 
by Teffier. 

J^ Have you ever tscn him at any other public meetings, or in 
private life? 

^. No^ I have never been in habits of intimacy with Mr. 
Tooke, in private life ; and, as to other public meetings, I have 
feen (b many people, and been at fo many meetings, that I cannot 
precifely&y. 

J^. Do yoii know wbedier Mr. Tooke has been at any of 
thofe meetingt your Lordlhip adverts to, where there were De<* 
legates in the year 2780 ? 

ji I cannot be pofitivci 1780 and 1781 are two meetings. 

The 
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Tlu Right Honourable Earl Stanb%pe, 
Crofs-cxamincd by Air. Attormj GemraL 
j^ I beg to afk your Lordfhip only «De qucftim } sll Ae 
trap£i£tions you have fpoken ot' ha{ipened in or befim the year 

.1785? 

A. In or before die year 1785, except one^-Aat in die jtm 

•X790, you know, was not before the year 1785. 

J^. Of courfc you know nothing, dat has happened fince Ae 
year 1790 ? 

jf. I have not been afked that. 
. j^. Then now you are aflccd, is there anything you aft to 
fiate relative to the queftions that have been put to you by Mh 
Erikiae, fnisfequent to the year 1790? 

A I.do not underftand die queftion. I was aflcedailo nieet«- 
iiigs in 1790^ 1782, and 1785— I really do not underftand die 
queftion. 

, ^ I happened to be out of Court when you were oomined | 
Ivill you allow me to afk a queftioaof fad ; haa your Iittndfliipi 
as yet, depofed to any fad fince die )rear 1790 ? 
' yf. I do not remember 'dtat I wai tflced to anjr thing fince the 
year 1790. 

Mr. Attorney General. Then I do not afk you any qaefHdn. 

Mr. Erjkine. I underftood your LonUhip- to fay, dut^ iiibfe« 
quent to the year 1790, you have never feen Mr.Tooke 4X 
any nncetings at all ? 

Lord CImf Juftice Eyre. He was not afked that queftidn* 

A. I cannot fay that I have feeh Mr. Tbdce at any public 
meetings fince, ■ . : ' 

J^. Or in private? 

A. No, I have never been in private habits with Mr, TookCi 

The Reverend Chrijitpher H^yvill i(fwom.) 
Examined by Mr, Erjklne. 
J^ You have heard my 'Lord Stknhojpc exaAitM jo^ now : 
do you recoUe£l the meeting which his Lordfhip alludes to^ in the 
year 1785? v - 

if. Per- 
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A. Pcrfeaiy; , . . 

i^. By whom was that meeting , c^ed> and for what putr^ 
pofe? 

^. Jt. was called duefly at my defire. 

J^ .For what purppCe ? 

4^ With a. view to obtain a reiblution, hy that meeting, ex^ 
P^ng ap approbation, of the plan which had lately been pro-* 
pofed by Mr. Pitt. to. P^liameat y and rejedled there, in hopes 
that that might unite the friends of. Parliamentary Reform through- 
out die kingdom. 

J^ What did you exp^d frofn an union of the friends of 
Parliamentary Reform throughout die kingdom, if you accomff 
plilhed it? 

if. That they would apply again to Parliament, and fopport 
the motipa Mr. Pitt had made. 

^ What did you expe<Sl from their fo uniting, and fupportiag 
i^ when it had been negatived before ? 

u/. Theiv.had been a dc^ee of difierenoe of opinion among 
thi; perfons. who promoted the: Reformation of SarliamAnt. HiUw 
Pjltt propofed this. fpecificplan^. which it was th<N4g|bt^ if it had 
been approved by the people who m^tat the^Thatched. Houf^ 
Taverot might put an end to that difference of opinion^ and pro- 
cure a unit^ jfupport to that, plan* - ^ < 

^ But viifiX effeift did ycM^ e^cpefi from a united. i^jipoiv of 
^ p)ar^ which the Hbufe had xejefled ? t 

A* Agreater efied froif the united fupport of the.people^ than 
from the difunited. 

j^, Qo yoA recolloft whether Mr. Hprne Tooke^ the gentle- 
n^an who .has nowdie. jnisfortune to be before you, attended. aj| 
diat meeting ? 

4 I do lecoUea it per&aiy. 

^ Do you know whedier he was prefont when that approl»a« 
tion to Mr. Pit^s plan was propped ? 

jf. He was. 

S^ Af I.taJceforgnuited you never could expert to bp^pjbiced 
hereto an^iiip: the queftions I am putting to you^ lihall not 
aik whether you particularly recoUoft what Mr*. Xooke ia^d, but? 

whc. 
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t^hether Mr. Pitt's propofition was uiilvodally approved, anl 
a vote of thanks pafled to Mr. Pitt? 

A There was no propofition made» as &r as I recoUedl, to 
return thanks to Mr. Pitt ; there was a proportion made to de- 
clare, that, in the opinion of the meeting, the Reform propofed 
by Mr. Pitt would efFed a fubftantial improvement oT the con- 
ftitution, that propofition was negatived by die meeting, and^ 
therefore, it was to no purpofe to propofe thanks to Mr, Pitt. 

J^ It was negatived by die meeting i 

A By a majority of the meeting. 

J^. Do you know what part was taken by Mr. Tookc upon 
diat occafion ? 

J. I perfectly recollect he fpoke in defence of the propofition 
that I made at the meeting ? 

^. Then you made a propofition which, upon being debated, 
and put to the vote, was negatived ? 

J. The propofition I made at the meeting, and whidi was 
negatived, was, that if the reformation propofed by Mr. Pitt was 
carried into effect, it would be a fubftantial improvement of die 
Conftitution of Great Britain ; thofe are not exactly the words 
of the refolution, but the fubftancc of it. 

j^. And notwithftanding that propofition was negatived, Mr. 
Home Tooke was for the affirmative of the propofition I 

A. He took the affirmative of that propofition before it was 
negatived; fomc f{>okc in fupport of the propofition, odierf 
againft it ; there was a debate, but, I periefUy recoIkA, Mr. 
Tooke fpoke in fupport of the propofition. 

j^. Whether thofe who negatived Mr. Pitt's propofition mo- 
tived it upon the approbation of fome other phn, inconfiflent 
with Mr. Pitt's? 

A. As far as I can rccolIctEt, nothing of that kind oc cui ieJ.- 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Was the queftion put upon the 
dccbration? 

A. I think not. 

Lord Chief Jyftke Eyre. You know that it was negatived"? 

A. A queftion was put upon the propofition which I made, 
i^ut no odier propofition was made. 

7. Mr. 
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Mr. Erjimf. And Mr. Toc^e ipoke in the affirmative, and 
was in the minority. We have learned, in the courfe of this 
caufe, that there were a great number of meetings of dif- 
ferent defcriptions; had you, ia the coarfe oi thefe meetings, an 
opportunity of feeing Mr. Tookc, at any other time ? 

/I. I cannot with certainty recoUeiSt, but I do believe tharMr. 
Horne Tooke was prefent at the meeting held at the Thatched 
Houfe Tavern, in the year 1782, which has been the fubjecl ol* 
depofition already in this Court; I diink he was, but I cannot 
take upon me poGdvely to afleit—^t was held immediately after 
Mr. Pitt's firft propodtion on the fub}e<^ of Reform. 

^ What was the object of that firft meeting ? 

//. As I underftood, die object of that meeting was, to en- 
deavour to animate the people of England to meet in their rew 
fpectivediftricts, to petition Parliament for a reformation in the 
Houfe of Commons. 

• ^ Were there any propofitioos of that fort come to at that 
meeting? - 

J, The proportions come to at that meeting I cannot ex- 
actly recoliect, though I made them myfelf ^ I recollect thv^ fub- 
fiance only. 

^ I only want the fubftance ? 

J. There was a prc^fitioii toexcite the people to come for- 
ward to petition Parliament, when they had negatived the Right 
Honourable Gentleman's motion, that they thought it expedient 
to endeavour to animate the people to come forward tofupport 
the queffion, or fupport that xeformation which Mr. Pitt had en- 
deavoured to bring forward at that time. 

^. I take for granted, al a meeting aflembled for diat pur* 
pofe, diat your propofition was carried I 

lard Chief Juji'ue Eyre. Do not argue it ^ aik die ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Erjkine. Was it carried, or was it negatived ? 

J. Carried unanimoufly, I bi^lieve. 

^ You lay, to the beft of your recoUeaioo,. Mr. Tooke waa 
at that meeting ? 

A. I believe he was, but I cannot be abfolutely certain. 

^ Wcro 
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^. Were you acquainted with Mr. Todke in private life? 

j/. I never law Mr. Tooke, but Mce, at any private mecl^ 
ing. 

i^ Then you have not dilcouried widi Urn upon political 
fubje£b ? 

A. I have not* 

The Reverend Cbriftopher tFyvill^ 
Crofs-examined by Mr. Attorney GeneraL 

^ I underftood you firft of all to (ay, diat diif w» in Ae 
year 1785 \ am I correal in that bSt I 

A. You arc. 

.^ I then underftand you to (ay, that the obje£l was to' ani^ 
mate the people of England to petition Parliament ? 

Mr. Erjkine. That was in 178a. 

Mr. Attorney General. Then in 1782, or 1785, or bodi, rtr 
one or other of them, the objeA was to animate the people to 
petition Parliament ? 

A. That was the objed of die meeting of 1782. 

^ And the laft traniadion which you have fpoken to watf te 
Ae year 1785? 

A. Yes. 

^. Were the rdblutians of dils meeting reduced into writ- 
ingt 

A They were. 

SI2 AU that you mean to depofe to is to traniaetioiis Ail^ 
whenever tiifly begun, concluded in the year 1785? 

>f. Yes. 

Mr. £rjiine» Should you know die relbludo» if yoit hw, it? 

Mr. Attorney GeneraL You have perhaps got die origin^ 
liook, ill' which dieie original relbludons were entered ? 

A. I have the original books of feveral deputed meetings^ not 
of that medting. 

Mr. Attorney GeneraL 1 underftand diftinctly, that the -laft 
tranfitf^d you fpcak of is in dM yev 1785 i 

A Yes. 
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ygbnMtcnamara^ EJq. ((worn) 
Sxamioed by Mr. G'thhs. 

^ Do you i c u K uri i cf fkc Conftkutional Clab in the jrear 
1 7ii8, at the time of the King's illnefs i 

j/. 1 do rtoolledt attending the dub that year. 

Lor J Chief Jujlice Eyre. What do you mean by the Confti- 
tutional Qubf 

Mr. GiUs. What dub was that i 

J. A club, if I recoUeA rightly) eftabliflied to fecure the 
freedom of dedlion for the City of Weftminfter, and the in- 
tereft of die Candidate we were fupporting diat year, my Lord 
Hood. 

j^. Wheiv did your dub meot ? 

J. I believe at the ThatdiedHouT^ Tamil. 

^ Do you know Willis's Rooms, St. James's ? 

jf. The Taren if&lf not bdng fufficiently hrge to contain 
the number that were expe£led to meet, and adually did meet,' 
(be rooms of Willis who kept the Thatched Houfe Tavern, 
were appropriated alio to that purpofe. 

^ When was the club inftititted ? 

>/• I fiuicy it was inftituted after the eledion of Lord John 
Townfend, who had oppofed die re-eleftion of Lord Hood' 
about the month of June, 1788. 

j^. It was in that year, I believe, that his prefent Majefty was 
aAi^M by an iliods which confined him ? 

J. It was in that year, I fiuicy, that the King was afflifled 
with that illnefs. 

i^. Do you remember any wfiriudons propofed by Mr. Tooke 
at diat club ? 

A 1 recoUeft that there were refalutions propofed by Mr. 
Tooke, but really I cannot recoiled the purport of them juft 
at this moment. > 

^ Do you recoiled any refofution of this fort — ^ That it 
« was the opinion of the Whigs of that day, in 1688, that die 
" happinefs of this nadon was beft provided for and fecured by a 
« mixed 

Vol. IL H Mr, 
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Mr, Atiornej General If you will tell me you have any 
witncfs to prove that in a regular way, I have iM die leaft cb- 
jcclion to your putting it in a way notr^ular. 

Mr. Gihhs, I verily believe we have— I have die n ewftiyi 
of that day, in which thefe refolutions are publifhed. I under- 
ftand you to object bccaufe you fuppofed I might be leading dK 
witnefs. 

Mr, Attorney General. No-^I have no fuch fuppofitioo that 
you were leading the witnels, I have (aid over and over agaun* 
if you tell me that what you oiFer is evidence, I would 
not make an objection. I know that k may raife an awk- 
ward feufation, but you Will allow me to iay» that I have 
prdductd in this trial the Argus, and other newlpapers, to 
wliich my learned friend, Mr. Erfkine, and you, have ob- 
icdcd, and fuccefsfully. Upon what ground then is diit pro- 
duced ? 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. Has this gendemanany recolhflioa 
what the refolutions were ? 

jf, I took no memorandums of the refolutions — ^I reooUefi dot 
there were refolutions propofed by Mr. Tooke, but really I hare 
not an accurate recolIe£lion of them. 

L9rd Chief J uji ice Eyre. Can you recoiled die fitVftaniPff of 
them? 

A. I confidered that the refolutions propofed by Mr. Toofa^ 
though I cannot recoiled the fubftance of diem, were paf e fllj 
conftitutional, pcrfe£Uy loyal, and fuch as I Ihould cxpoBt to be 
propofed by a complete well-wifher to the King and Govemmoit 
of this Country. 

Mr. Gibbs. Whether the motions were carried, fuch as they 
were, that Mr. Tooke propofed ? 

J. I was deputed to take care of a number of convivial friends 
who {at round me, and I believe I did not hear the queftion puC| 
from the heat and noife of the room, and other circumftances, of 
that I was out of the room when the queftion was put upon the 
refolutions. 

^ Did you hear what the refolutions were ? 

Jt.l 
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A. I cannot take ujpon mylelf to iay^ upon my oath, whetfao; 
t did or not 

^ Did you hear any reiblutions mentioned in the room ? 

An I heard Mr. Tooke propoTe the refolutions, die fubftance 
of which were, as far as I can recollefl, as I have already ex«> 
plained diem ? 

J^. In the firft place, was there any thing in theie reiblu- 
tions, according to your recoUefiion of them, that went at 
all to attack either the King, or die Houfe of Lords in this 
Country? 

A. Perfedly and completely, to my recollecdon, the reverfe. 

J^. Is it the impreffion upon your mind, that the effect 
of thefe refolutions was the reverfe of that I have been putting 
to you ? 

A. I can fwear that the refoludons propofed by Mr. Tooke^ 
which I cannot fwear whether they were carried or not, were 
perfecdy loyal and conftitudonal. 

John Macnamaroy Efq. 
Examined by Ji^. Tooke. 

^ I beg you to try to recollect whether the Conftitutio^ial 
Club were diftinguifhed by any uniform or not I 

A, It was diftinguilhed by a uniform, to the beft of my re* 
collecdon, of a blue coat, with an orange colour cape, and a 
button with ^ the King and Conftitudon" upon it, in imprefled 
ciiaracters* 

J^. Do you recollect whether I was a member of that 
club ? 

A, Not only a member, but to the beft of my recollection, you 
was one of the original founders of that club. 

^ Was Mr. Rous a member of that club ? 

A. I do recollect that Mr. Rous wore that uniform. 

^. Did Mr. Steele wear that uniform i 

A. To the bell of my recollecdon he did, 

i^ Did Mr. Pitt wear that uniform ? 

A. He did. 

H 2 ^. Did 
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A I cannot recollect whether he did or not. 

S^. Di4 IsQvi Frc^rl^k Camphfli wcv ihu wiknn f 

jf. I 2m clear be did* llefaufe I fiit not &r ftcw hka at liie 
Ublc. 

.1^. Do you remember die prefent Speaker^ Mr^Addingltfiy 
wearing that unifWm i 

4. I believe he did>. but I am Mt fo pofitHrc tf I m qf tbc 
f thcrs that I have mcoition^* . 

i^. Do you remember Mr..Fielding, the Counlbllor, y$UM% 
tha uniform? 

./. Mr. Fielding 4id w^iK the wifbrm, lo-thc Veft of nijrrc- 
coUctStion. 

i^. Dt>not you rccollcA the prefent Speaker of the Houle 
of Commons being a f^icakcr there — ^Da you recollect anj 
^Kcches he nia.^* 4t that tim<: \ 

J. \hi \ir.\Y have fix>ken ther^> but AS I have ftaled» I wiAel 
ro lake care of thofe whom I was deputed to fee take their 
glafs, and enjoy thcmfelves, and did not quite fo much attend 
to the fpeaking of the difibritnt members, as otherwifc I might 
hi4ve done* 

i^. I war. gohig to 9(k you, what the nuoaboi vete, but 
you might, in that fLtuatioOy fee them perhaps more than dicy 
were ? 

A I caiinot fpeak with accuracy; I thought about fiwebf 
fiundrcd in all the rooms; for I fancy there were more tiantttf 
A)om appropriated to the meeting. 

^ You have known a little of mc — in the cour(c of your 
knowledge of me, did you ever hear me declare any thing 
againft the King, the Lords, or the Conftitutioa of thii 
Country } 

A My iirft knowledge of die gentleman wbaputs the qucftinn 
to me, originated, I beUcve, about that time, and from the 
very great zeal which he manifefted, and the affiftance he gave 
to the Friends of the Candidate that I fiipported upoa die 
rc-clcdion fu: Weflminfter, I got into habits of intimacy with 

him; 
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hiiii; and in cotifeqtiencc of that I htld freqtieht 6ppdrtximties 
of h e ari ng hrt fcntiihenfe ittttnediatdy af that period ; arid agiifr» 
at a moch mwe awfuf period, tfte Khtg'^ iHneft, at the time 
of the queftion of *c ^egenc^; trii I «k* upon myfjlf td 
fwear, that I never met arty ptibfic dr private chartdef ^ho 
I conceived underftood the Government or Conftitmkjti of thh 
Country better than Ai prkbncr at £he Bar, I alifo take 
-upon myfelf lo Cwextj diat I do believe no man ever ejdftcrf, 
that wifhed better to that "Condi tution, and tcAe OovernmOTt 
of this Cotmtry, -confiftrng of King, Lords, and Commons, than 
the prifoner at the bar, during the whde of my acqcfailitante afi4 
knowlcdc^e of Km. 
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yohn MacTiamara^ Efq. 
Crofs-examioed by Mr. AtUrnej GentraL 

^ You hai'e been fpcakiflg to trahfa^aions I underftand of 
flit year 1788? 

A. I have, and you nWy eafily coffeft me if my recoil iflion 
IS not acctrtate, to ttit ti^anfa<f!ions; of l^tt, or 1789; but I 
fancy all the bufmefs of the Regency happened in t*he year 
^789; I ({jWk, the^oilf, to rty khowledge of the prifoner in 
that year, ml updn Aaf bufmefi. "^ 

^. I believe you hare been principally abro^ fince the year 
1788 or 1789? 

A. I went abroad in Oiflfobef, i7'89. 

j^ Of courfe you neither mean to /peak, to any tranucllons 
fince the ytttf l^t^ nor tb lilfefeftces that arife out of any fuch 
tranfadlions, as to yoar ielief a^ to eharafter or publie prin- 
ciple, or othefwMc, with refpeft to ^he gentleman at the 
bar? 

Mr. Macftamara, Give me leave to underhand you. 

J^. You of courfe are ncfC fpeaWrig from any tranfaflions you 
Iravc known fince the yeacr 1788 of 1789, as the ground of 
your belief of the charactef that you have given of the gentle- 
mart at Ae bar ? 

H 3 A. Moft 
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A Mofi certainly I cannot fpeak tD my tranfactiea Aat I 
neither knew or probably did not bear o^ becnfe tran&ctioitt 
that happened in London I could not bear accama of in Rome 
and other parts of Italy where I have been. 

4>. You have been abroad a good deal, I believe, fince die 
year 1789? 

yf. Until the middle of laft June, entirely.— From die mondi 
of October, 17S9, till about Ac middle of laft Jun^ wfara I 
returned to England. 

J^. Allow me to a(k you Aether in the courfe of you being 
abroad you were in France? 

A I was at Paris the latter end of October, or die beginning 
of November, 1789. 

^. But not fincc ? 

A. Yes, intending to go to Italy, through die foutb 
of France; I went as far as Tours in France upon my 
journey, but feeling the melancholy fituation of die Country, 
and Mrs. Macnamara not being willing to go widxnitbcr chil- 
dren, and fearing a great deal more for them than hermi^ 
though I wifhcd to have gone that way, I notwidiftanding r6» 
turned through Paris. 

^ What I wi(h to afk you is this, whedier you know the 
fact of AddreiTes having been carried to the National Conven* 
tion of France, in the latter end of the year 1792, from any 
pcrfons, and whom, in this Country ; and the tranlactions in 
Paris that pafled relative to thofe Addrefles, and die effect of 
them? 

A. For ten months before the 3d of Augufl, 1792, I was ia 
Paris ; that was the fcxond time of my being diere, 

i^ You left Paris b^qre the icth of Auguft I 

A. I left Paris upon the 3d of Auguft. 

^. To fave you trouble, do you know any thing of tranlk-i 
tions that pafTed at Paris in November, 1792, with refped to 
Addrcfles from Societies, or bodies, or individuals, of men in 
Kn^land, to the National Convention f 

A. I do not; upon the 3d of Auguft I lefi Paris, I went to 
Switzerland, and from thence into luly. 

4 ^ Then 
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^ Then, if I coUed the efFed of your evidence, it is this^ 
tiiat you fpeak very ftrongly to the ch4ra6ler of the gentleman 
at the bar from all you know previous to 1789, and diat you 
know nothing of any of his traniadions (ince 1789 ? 

y/. You are perfedly accurate in giving that conftrudlion to 
what I have laid ; but during the period of my intimacy with 
the gentleman at ^ bar, I had frequent opportunities of con- 
verfing widi him upon political fubje^ and fubje£te of govern- 
ment, and from any reading I might have had, or any conver- 
lation with other people, I never did receive {o much informa<* 
tion, nor did I ever know any man that feemed to be more loyal, 
nor had a greater afledion, or diat would have fooner facriiiced 
himfelf for the maintenance of the Conftitution of this Country, 
and the Government of it, confifting of King, Lords, and 
Commons, ftill always es^ceedingly determined upon a Reforma- 
tion of the Commons Houfe of Parliament 

J^ Underftand me for a moment; you have given, as became 
what you are, to my knowledge, a very honourable man, a 
very confiderable teftimony to the chara£^r of the gentleman at 
the bar; do you mean to fay thit you colleft diat teftimony 
from any one k& from you own knowledge finc^ the year 
J789? 
J. Moft decidedly not 

John Macnamara^ Efq, 
Re-examined by Mr. Tooki» 

J^. Perhaps, fmce we talk of Paris, and it is fo often intro- 
duced, you may know fomething of the fituation of Paris before 
the Revolution ; do you know, or have you heard, from good 
audiority in that Country — have you reaibn to believe that be- 
fore the Revolution many more thouiands of the poor people of 
France died yearly, than b^ve died through the war, of putrid 
4ifeafes, for want of wholefome food ; do you kpow the fituation 
of that Country fo well before the Revolution as to know that 
putrid difeafes, through unwholefome Ibod, killed more thouiands 
^ the French than have £»llen in battle fmce ? 

H 4 ^ I 
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A, I can give an opinion, but 1 caiiliot tmat to artjr ding 
podttve upon the fubjeA. 

^. Db you know that in France, before die Revduitefly 
many hundreds every year were broke alive t^MB Chto wiMCly 
and put to death by the fevcreft fortune ? 

A. I know the Government of the Country was In s^ mc/k 
wretched and deptorable ftafies that theie weve» esttcmioiii ftodr-i 
ing to humanity, and that there were wfe«thca^¥4o ikiiwul 
fuch executions ; for the people of France, both befero wA 
fmcc the Revolution, were not remarkaMy faaidus fbr goad 
behaviour and conduct. 

J^. Did you travel to the fouth of France P 

A. No further than to Tours, the troubka of the Coumry 
put it out of my power. 

Mr, Atumey General Are you fpeaking of thoft bwtoiMet 
after the Revolution of tjffl ? ■ 

A, I fpeak to the barbarities that eame wickki Wff mm 
knowledge, from the latter end of the month isf OcMbcr^ 178^ 
and upon my feconj return to Paris, ten niiDfichs iMfotfe tm 
3d of Auguft, 1792, when I left it; ] ^k of haibflMes^ 
fome of which T was a witMefs to, that were flioddng 10 hu- 
manity, and which would not be neceflary to this casfe to 
repeat. 

iniliam Fielding^ Eff. (fworn,) 
Examined by Mr. Erfkine, 
^ You, I believe, fir, were a member of this club conCttn- 
ing which my client at the bar has examined.^ ' 

A. I do not know whether I may call myfelf a member ef 
that club ; the rcafon of my being in that aflemMy was, that as 
I had had the honour of being concern^ for my Lovd Hood, 
whofe intercft was vtry particularly taken up, and the eiGmtial 
confidcration of the meeting of that club, I took the liberty of 
going there, though I was no elector of Weftminftcr. 

J^. But I take for granted, from what I know of your 
honourable temper and nature^ that you would n0t have gone 

3 there. 
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tkere, thoiigK Lerd Hood's Counfel, uiik£i your opinibB'llai 
coincided with theirs. 

jf. My opinioa certainly would have caf/icd me there, and 
carried me through all *tbe piurpofes of that Society with dMT 
fiiileft approbatioa of my heart. 

J^. I believe you alfo wore the fymbol of tkaft o|>inion ; in-* 
dcod^ I perfectly wdl recollect having teen you in that dre6 i 

L§rd Chief Jhiflic^ Ep'e. Will you [Hit die i}ucftion ii> 1$ 
l^aiaer chrefe. 

AA', Erflnme. I faaTe feen Mr. Fielding in his vnifbrBi. 

Lord Chief J^ice Eyre, Do you mean the blue and orange ? 

Air. Erjkine. Yc8.*«^Do you recoiled upon any occafion, 
fiEetng the prifoner at the bar there ? 

A. Several times : Mr. Horne Tooke, during the ele&bn fbr 
mj Lord Hood> had been fineqticnlly of thofe parties that I, as 
Coonleiy was necefiarily allied to ; tliat wiis the firft opportu* 
nity fsf any acipiaiiitaiice that ever I had with Mr. Horne 
Tooke ; knowitig bini there, I crrtatniy recognised him verjr 
ftecpiently at thofe Societies when I had the honour of being; 
there. 

j^; I am ibiry to ptit a queflidn fi> frivolous for fo grav«i an 
oc3ca&on, but the example has been fet> concerning the ceremony 
by which ofcmimity has been cxprefled-^Do you rec^led ahjr 
particular cerenaony by which the members of that club figni" 
fed their mnanimtty^'-do jqkl remember their holding hand-tn- 
hand? 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. We n»ve nothing to do with 
that. 

Mr. Erjkine. That w« (bted to have paOcd at the Scotch 
Convention. 

Lord Chief Jitftiu Eyre. That is quite another thing. 

mUiam Fielding^ Efq. 

Examined by Mr, Tooke. 

J^. Whether you did not incite and perfuade me, with a 
thattfand or t;velve hundred other men, to get up and hold handi^^ 
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m-hand all round the room, and refidve to fisuid and lall to« 
gcther? 

Lord Chief Jufiice Eyre. AU that bebngs to this fubjed, re. 
ktive to that meeting, is, that you did there propofe fixne rcfo^ 
ludons exprcflivc of loyalty to the King, and attachment to the 
Conftitution, in King, Lords, and Commons. 

Afr. Fielding. I (hould have no objedion to aniwerii^ 
she queftion which Mr. Tookc puts to me, and, I radier tlmik, 
in a good-natured and flattering way. After the fpeecfaes of 
feveral other gentlemen, I attempted a fyecdk myfelf ; and I 
endeavoured to exhort the gentlemen then prefimt to refift what 
I then deemed, and deem now, die abufes that had been prac- 
tifed in the Weftminftcr election on die other fide ; I wiflied to 
bind them in the moft hearty manner to immediate iSdon ; and 
I rccolleiSl, they fo far honoured my fcAlc efforts upon die- oc- 
cation, that, after I had done my addreft to them, every man 
in the room, to the amount I believe of twelve bandied or 
more, rofe up, and joined hand-in-hand, which I took at a 
token of their approbation to me, and a determination to refift 
thofe abufes to the utmoft. 

^ I deiire not to afk any thing improper, and Mr. Fielding 
has faid truly I would not afk any thing improper ; I beg ho 
will fay whether he imagined any perfon of diis twelve hundred 
who did fo rife and hold each other's hand, and dedaure fiich 
tinanimity to (land or £dl together (a dedaradon I never joined 
in any where clfc), whether he thought any thing treafonable 
was intended by the company i 

Lord Chief Juflice Eyre. That is an improper queftion, 

Mr. Tooke. Whether you ever iaw the original bond| bv 
which that club was bound ? 

A, I never did ; I believe my name will not be found in it 

i^ Whether you were prefent on the 5th of November, 
1788, at the meeting of that Conftitutional Club ? 

>f. I do not recoiled 

^ Can you recoUeA being preient at any time when a 
letter was received by the Chairman of that club from the Re^ 
volution Society, and from the Whig Club ? 

JLI 
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A. I believe I was prefent at that meeting. 

^ Do you recoUeft that Mr. Beaufoy at that time (aid 
fomething upoa diat occafion ? 

A. That brings it to my recolie£lion ; but what Mr. Beaufoy 
(aid I ouiiiot recolIe£l : I remember you made a fpeech at the 
end of the tabic, but, upon my oath, I cannot charge my me- 
mory with the contents of that fpeech. 

J^. Do you recoiled any thing about a propolal for raifing a 
column? 

A. There had been fomething about a propofal of a column 
that the Whig Club was to erefl. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. Mr. Home Tookc, you have been 
beard, and (hall be, when you confine yourfelf to that which is 
a proper fubjed of evidence; the only point that has been 
opened of this Conftitutional Club is, that you did,upon an occafion 
which called for an cxpreffion of loyalty, propofe refblutions 
expreffive of loyalty to the King, and exprefHve of your at« 
tachment to the Conftitution in King, Lords, and Conunons ; 
as to all the reft, paffing in a Club of this kind, it is foreign to 
this enquiry, and not very fit for the grave confideradon of a 
Court of Juftice. 

Mr. Tooke. I have mentioned thefe circumftances for die 
flngle purpoTe of affiftiog the recolledion of Mr. Fielding, and 
have (o hx fuccecded, that I have brought him at length to re* 
coljefi the meedng where thefe refolutions were n^pved ; this is 
the fingle purpofe for which I mendoned the odier circumfbmces. 
— Since you do recoiled that certain refolutions were moved by 
me at this meeting 

A, Pardon me for corre£Ung you: I do not recollect that 
what you (aid there had the force and appearance of a refbludon; 
I only can recollect that you made a fpeech ; but whether you 
moved any thing fpecifically as a refolution I have not a reed- 
Jection. 

Afr Tooke. I am trying to bring your recollection to that one 
.part; and I do it to avoid calling fome other witnefles who, T 
Relieve, ^ure ftill here in tfa« Court, to f4ve the time of the 

Court 
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Court as far as poffiblc, barely to toiidi tWo dt three points 
trith one witncfs or two only. 

Lord Chief Juft'ice Eyre. Do you recolleA any thing of itA 
fpeech, or what was underftood to be die purport 6f it ? 

A. I really cannot charge my memory mth it more than thtt 
Mr. Hornc Tooke fpoke. 

William Fielding^ Efq. 
Crofs-examined by Mr. Attorney GeneraL 

^ You have been afkcd as to fome tranfifdi^ns in the year 
1788 ? 

A. The cleftion of Lord Kood and Lord John Townfcnd in 
1788, I believe. 

^ I believe you have heard moft of the evidence giren in 
this caufe — You know nothing of any of the trahfiidforii thjit 
have been given in evidence from the year 17^ itnhhnxA} 

A. Not a fyllable. 

Mr. Tooke. It does feem to me extraordinary Aat whenever 
I examine to one period tA time, the Attorney Oeaersd objeAs 
to it that it is not to another period of time — T\M leems hud 
upon mc. 

Lard Chief Jujtice Eyfe. The Attorney General does not 
objcA to y^iir examining. 

Mr. Tooke. No ; but he infinuates that I might be an honeft 
man in that year, and otherwife the next j but he feems to think 
it df no confequence that I was an horn ft man that year. 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. We take the b& as it ftands upon 
the evidence; this wa« a tratnfiidion in the year \^V^ whkb, 
as far as the evidence goes, it is but loofe ; but, as far as it 
goes, fbews that in die year 1788 you exprefied yourfelf upon 
a public occafion in loyal terms of the King, and fbewed an 
attachment to the Conftitution, in King, Lords and Commons : 
this is the evidence. 

Mr. To9ke. But I think it very unfeir that the Attorney Ge- 
neral upon every period fhould fay—this is only 1788. 

Lord 
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liOrd Chief yufiia Eyre, The Attorney General a(ks a 
qucftlon, which he has a right to do, whether Mr. Fielding 
fpealcs of a later period than 1788. 

Mr. Tooki. I will aUc to the later periods vAnta I come to 
tliem. 

Atr, AUirmy QtruraU The view with which I aikod it is 
this — If Mr. Fielding had tokl me he did know any thing of 
the tianfaiStions fince 1790, I fboi^ iiavc ailced him what he 
knew of thofe traiifaflionf • 

Tl)c JLi^bt UfimureihU -tori Frederick Campbell^ (fwom) 
E^nunpd by Mr, T^o^e. 

Mr. TMe. My Lord> I Am 6)fry to be obliged to call yoiv 
but the want of r«co]Jb6lion in Other wk^efles cocn^s mc to 
have xecourfe to yours -^ mhI I Amk I iluli Mk Uil witb your 
Lordfhip, for ftrong reafons, which I i%x^ fwear your T^wdihiy 
rccolWSls.'T-i bf:h^Y9 tb»t I h^ th« Honour to dia^ mth your 
Lordfhip, at WUUft'^ B/xms^ ofi ihp 5ib of N^vtmb^ i'jS& i 

A. I think fo. 

^ In the C^miiuiMtipittl Cbib } 

A. Yes. 

j^ With the bkic and oraoe^y m^ the b<moo written roimd ? 

J* Moft eercaifdy* 

J^. I bdievr your LordCbip rei»lk<Sb tisnt I did on diat 4a j 
move OBstain refolutioti dieve ? 

^, I am confident you did cMve (boe leibliitionSy but ta 
what effbd I have not the leaft recoUec^ioo now > but, if you 
put me in mind, I (ball be abk perbaps to anfwer aoy ^ueftions* 

J^ I ihall aifift your I.A>rdflup's rccoUedion by mentiooins 
that they paiTed wiftnimoufly wkh exceeding fati»(a(^ion \ 

A. Upon my word I do not reeoUti^ tbat» 

4!; Does ynur Lordibip secoUeA than my h«akh was diank 
afterwards ? 

^. J do xiot recoUcdl it in the leaft* 

^. Does your Lordfhip recoiled that tbefe refokilions were 
moved without your being prcvioufly acquainted with them I 

A. Yes, I do. 

^. Does 
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^ Does your Lordfhip recoiled fpeaking a Ihtle fliarply to 
me? 
J. I do. 

^ And that I fpdce rery fofdy to you in return I 
A That I do not recollect. 

j^. I think that Lord Camden iat next to you dien, as he 
fits next to you now. 

A Poflibly ; I do not recollect 

J^. Do you recollect the refolutions from the Whi{ Chib, 
and the Revolution Society ? 

A I recollect that perfectly, and that I objected to it. 
^ Docs your Lordfhip recollect my objecting to them too— • 
Do you recollect laughing pretty heartily at what I laid upon 
the fubject, in a fpeech relative to revolutions ? 

yf, 1 ^m glad I had an opportunity of laughing, and fliould 
be very glad to laugh again. 

j^ Did you hear any thing of the fubftance of thofe refolu- 
tions ; perhaps I may recal them to your mmd ? 
A, Very poflibly. 

Mr. Attorney General. This is not regular \ but I do not 
object to it. 

Mr. Tooke. I confefs it is not regular ; but what can I do when 
alking to tran{a£Uons at a diftance of time, where gentlemen have 
fo many things to occupy their minds. Was it cither in diefe 
words, or to this effect, perhaps I may bring it to your Lordihip's 
recoUeftion— ** That we heartily concur with the opinion of our 
<< anceflors, a^d view with equal diitruft and difapprobatioiH 
« whoever may attempt, and whatever may tend, to deffa-oy that 
^ balance fo fixed at the Revolution : that the happinefs of the 
*' nation was befl provided for, and fccured by, a mixed and 
^ well balanced Government of King, Lords, and People." i 

A. I have not the fmallefl idea; not the leafl recoUedion of 
it? 

Mr. Tooke. I will not trouble your Lordfhip any further ^ I 
am forry I have troubled you fo much. 

The 
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I 
The Right Honourable Earl Camderiy (fworn) 
Examined by Mr, Tooke. 

^. I am very forry to trouble your Lordfhip, but you fee I 
am driven from one bad recolle^ion to another, and at laft, I 
hope to a good one. Your Lordfliip was prefent, I bclicve> on 
die 5th of November, 1788, at the Conftitutional Club ? 

jf, I was. 

^ In die uniform, which I had then the honour to wear in 
common with yourfelf ? 

A I do not exaSly remember the date ; I take for granted, 
from what has pafled, diat that was the day. 

^ During the King's illnefe ? 

J. Yes. 

^ I believe your Lordfliip fat next, or near. Lord Tie* 
derick Campbell, the chairman i 

A. I did. 

^ I dare fwear your Lordfliip rccollefts the letter fent by the 
Whig Club, and the Revolution Society ? 

A. I recollect fomediing of it. 

^ Do you recollect fome converfation upon the queftion ? 

A. I recollect there was a converfation. 

^« Perhaps yottr Lordfliip may recollect Mr. Beaufoy fpeak* 
ing, and my following him ? 

A. I recollect your fpeaking. 

^ Do you recollect my propofing refolutions after I had 
^Kdcen? 

A. I recoDect your propofing reiblutions. 

^ You recollect, perhaps, dieir being unanimoufly carried ? 

A. I dilnk fo. 

^. And your Lordfliip may recollect, perhaps, that Lord 
Frederick Campbell exprefled fome difpleafure at their beiitg 
moved without a previous notice ? 

A. I think he objected to not having been informed of the 
refolutions you propofed. 

^. Does your Lordfliip's recollection go at all, without any 

further 
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A, I cannot recollect. 

^ Do you reccJlect that I did, at the time, iay any thing 
which was offenfive on the fcorc of diQoyalty ? 

A* I do not recollect 

J^. Do you think I did ? 

A. I think not. 

^. Does your Lordfhip recollect a toaft that was given for 
tlic King's fpcedy recovery at that time ? 

A, I think there was fuch a toaft given. 

Mr. Tiokc. I only ftate it to (hew the period, that it was <8C. 
a time when men might prob^Iy be difloyah 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. Who gave the toaft ? 

Mr, Tooke. It was given generally in the company, and mj" 
felt acceding to it. 

Lord Chief Jufiice Eyre. Though you do not recollect the 
exact purport of the refblutions, do you recollect, in general, 
what was their tendency, whether they were expieffive ti loyr 
alty to the King ? 

A. I am perfectly certain there was nodiing that cxpirfied a 
contrary opinion. 

Mr, Tioke. Your Lordfhip lecoUects this was Chr 5^ of 
November, the revolution day i 

A. It was. 

^. Do you think it bore any refcmblance to thi»-«-^ Tbit it 
^^ was the opinion of the Whigs of 1688, that the hippjnnft rf 
<^ this nation was beft provided for, and (ecurod by, a fsmfA 
^' and well balanced Government, of King, I<ords, tjA 
" People." ? 

A^ I think it very likely might be (bmething of that forti I 
do not fufficiently recollect the turn of the rcfclntkins, tp fif I 
believe they were of that fort. 

^. Perhaps your Lordfhip may recollect better this nuhich 
follows : ** That wc heartily concur with the opinion erf our an- 
^ ceftors, and view with egual difhroft and diflatis&^on, who* 
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•^ ever may attempt, and whatever may tend, to deftroy that ha* 
^ lance fo fixed at the Revolution, atid to ufurp upon the pre- 
•* rojativej rights or privileges, of either branch of the Conftitu-» 
** tion." i 

A I recollect that refolutions o^ that fort were propofed at 
the time that I uffed fometimcs to meet Mr. Tooke, during that 
Weftminfter election* 

Afr. Tooke. That is enough for ihe ; for that was the only 
day, in that Conftitutional Club, upon which thofe refolulioris 
VfCTC come to, and they were propofed by me. 

£arJ Camden, What I meant to lay was, I think, that, at 
Tome of the meetings, I attended at that time, there were re- 
Iblutions to that effect, which you moved ; but I do not recollect 
exactly whether they were moved at the period to which yoii 
allude. 

JUr, "Tooie. That is as much as I wifli your Lordfhip to re- 
collect; becaufe I recollect, and know, and can prove, that 
there never were, in that Conftitutional Club, refolutions moved 
but once, and never but by me ; and, therefore, it muft have 
been at that time, for the Club is not yet diflblved ; we are 
ftili members ; and it may happen to your Lordfliip, by being 
a member of a Club to which I bdong, that the Treafons, 
with which I am accufed, may all fall upon your Lordfliip. 

Mr, Attorney General This is not fit 

Mr. Tooke, I have done.*-*DoeS your Lordfliip recolle£b this : 
^ Tliat it is die duty of every true friend to his Country, in 
^ wluitever connection he may find himfelf, and by whatever 
^ name he may be diftiii|uiflied, to keep his view perpetually 
<■ and ftrif^ly fixed upon the (ettlement of our Conftitution, 
« made in 1688; and at all times, according to his ftation, 
^ to ufe his beft endeavours for the maintenance of that fetde- 
^ ment in its purity, whofe wifdom has been confirmed by an 
^ hundred years experience of bleffings and profperity, unknown 
•* to any other nation upon earth." ? 

J. I do not recollect that. 

Vol. II. I Tht 



4^ 



( tu ) 

Tie klght HonouraHe Earl Camdettf 
Crofs-examined by Mf. Attorney Geturah 

^ Whether your LonUhtp has had any intercourTe widi Mr. 
Tooke, in any Club, fince the year 1788 i 

J. None whatever. 

Mr. Tooke. Is the Conftitutional Club diflolved at this mo^ 
tncnt? 

A. I am not aware that there has been any refoluticm to dif- 
folve It. 

Mr. fookt. So that the Club (till exifts, and his Lordfliip's 
relation is juft aS ftrong with me as ever, which was none at 
all. 

Air. Attorney General Have you been prefiuit at any meet- 
ing, tt^ere you have had any converiadon or intercouHe with 
Mr. Tooke, finct the year 1788 ? 

A. I do not recoUcdl having had» and I am cert^ I have 
had no converiation with him fince that time. 

Henry Beat^oy^ Efq\ (rworn) 
Examined by Mr. Tooke* 

J^ I believe you were a member of the Conftitutional Gub> 
ftcldat Willis's? 

A. I remember being at a meeting at Willis's. 

^. The Conftitutional Club? 

A. I did not know that it was the ConftiCktiaoal Club ; I nn- 
derflood it to bft a meeting chiefly, I diink, oT friends to my 
Lord Hood ; but di^ it was the Conftitutional Club has efcapol 
my recollection. 

^. Did not you wear die buttons on a blue coat ? 

A. I do not recollect diat I wore any drefs, diat day, but die 
ordinary drefs I am accuftomed to wear, a blue coat, widi a 
common metal button. 

^ And with an orange cape I 

A. No. 
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^ Did not you accuftom yourfelf to wear a blue coat wiA 
the (MnamcQted button i 

Mr. T§9ke (U Earl Camdin). I beg to aOc your LonUhip 
whether you recollect that upon that button which we wore in 
the Conftitutional Qub, dieworc^ «« ConftituticHial Club" were 
not written round ? 

Earl Camdin. « Conftitutional Club/' dr ^ King and Con« 
^ ftitudon," or Ibinediing of that kind. 

Mr. Bioirfifj. There were perlbns who wore an orange c<^ 
loured cape ; whether diey wore a particular button^ or not^ I 
<b not know; but, to ^ heft of my xecollectiont i neiAer 
wore die buttons, nor the cape. 

Mr. Tooke. I am older than Mr. Beaufoy, but I find my memory 
is better. Do you recollect dining at Willis's on the 5th of No- 
vember, 1788, when Lord Hood was in the chair ? 

A. I remember dining in the year 1788, I believe Lord 
Hood to have been in the chair, at Willis's. 

J^. Do you recollect a letter received from Ae Whig Club| 
and from the Revolution Societ]^f 
J. I have an imperfect recollection of fudi a thii^^ 
^ Have you any recollection of talking with me upon die 
fubject, fmd giving me notice of it 7 

A I fecoUect addreffiog the meeting on die fubject of die 
Revolution ; the impreffion on my mind, li>eaking at this dif* 
tance of time, was, of believing the Conftitudon to have been 
c&eded at the time of die Revolution} and confidering that the 
iiibftantial, pra^cable happinefi of the people of this Country, 
under the prefent £unily, muft be owing^ in a mat meafure, to 
that Revolution, that I wiflied to celebrate it widi much Iblem- 
nity i and I think I did, at diat time, wifli to celebrate die Re« 
volution with great (blemnity* 

. ^ ^7 recoUedion differs from yours. Have not you confi- 
dered yourielf as the leader of the Dif&nters, in fome part of 
your life? 

jf. I never had the vanity fo to confider myfelf ; thinking the 
Diilenters entided to the common privilege of citizcnSi I cer- 

I 2 tainly 
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tsLirAf did m the Houfe of Commons, upon that ground'^ xmnrr 
the repeal of the Corporation and Teft A£b. 

j^. If you wiH be ibkmd as taattend and keep your recoHec* 
tion to thofe ful)]e£b which I (haU (peak of^ I Quffl be mudr 
obliged to you.*— Do you recoSefl being applied taby the Revo- 
lution Society, and engaging your&lf to carry a bill into Par- 
tiamcnt for the purpofe of the conamemontion of tJhat daj on 
which the Bill of Rights paflcd^t i$ not foreign from the pre- 
fent fubjcft. Do you Tecollcft that yourfelf brought forward to- 
fhc Society a propofal for that Society to join with jsoir— per- 
haps the noUe Lord may recolledl this better than the otheis— -a 
propofal for the Conftitutional Club to concur with the Revolu* 
tion Society, in order Co get an Aft of Parliament for a perpetual 
commemoration of that day upon whidi the Bill of Rights 
pafled? 

jf. I perfeAIy recoiled being applied to by the Kevolii€ior» 
Society, and acceding to the propofal that I (houM move ia 
Parliament, a bill for the cdebratton of the annivcrfiry of the 
revolution. 

^. Do you rccalleft bringing that before this very meeting ? 

yf. I recoilef^, as I faid before, addrefling the meetii^ upon 
that fubjed, that is what I before cxpreAed. 

i^. Perhaps you rccolleft my having fubmittedto ywir confi* 
deration, having written them at your defire, on the fpur of the 
•ccafion, and yotn* carrying them to, and communicating Aeiii 
to Lord Hood, and repeating, to the meetings his approbstioo 
for moving thofe refolucions, or propofing diem, which Lord 
Frederick Campbell did not know, and, therefore, he was diC* 
plea(ed at it, and thought I had done it of my own bead — but 
can you recolleft that I was juftiiied by your approbation, and 
communication with Lord Hood, and in confequence of dnt 
approbation my moving certain retJutioiis ? 

A I recolleft certain refolutions being eomnninicated to me 
by Mr. Tooke, but what the refolutions were has efcaped my 
recolleftton. 

Jg: Rccolleftion is like certain cafes of infanity, touch a par- 
ticular 
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tfcokr ftring, and, perhaps, you bring it all out, per- 
haps ; if I only mentioQ^ a wcHr4 or two your recolledion will 
return.— -Can you secoUed any thing like this — ^^ That it was 
^ the opinion of die Whigs of that day, i€&8, diat the happi- 
^^ nefs of this - nation was beft' provfded ht and lecunrd by a 
^ mixed and well-balanced Government of Kmg^ Loi^, and 

j£, It is exceedingly difficult for me to k,y that that was the 
refolution* 

J^. Noi fomething of that kind ? 

ZorJ Cbiefjvfiiu Eyre. What io yeu fay opoit k? 

A^ Bnt /peaking from very imperfed remembrance^ I fhcvid 
rather incline to think that a refolution to that cSkdt was^pr^ 
pofed by Mr, Tookc. 

Mr, Tooke. ^ That we heartily concur with the opinibn' of oar^. 
^ ceftorSy and view with equal diftruff and dtfipprobadon whoeirer 
^ may attempt, and whatever may tend" to deflroy thar balance 
^ fo fixed at the revolution, and to ufurp the preR^ti>;ie^ rigfatir 
^ or privileges, of cither branch of the CbnflScution.*' i 

jL Speaking ftUl, as I obfervc;, from very miiperfbcritscDQec- 
don, I ftould rather imagine^ from die ^efent impreAbn of iby 
mind, that a refolution fimilar to diat, perhaps that very refofa-^ 
tion, was moved by Mr. Tooke. 

Jg. ^ That it is the duty of every ttiie fricntfttf his CdiMty, 
"K in whatever ccxincxions he may find binifeN^ aitf by <i4iatifver 
^ name he may be diftingvifhed, to keep Ur t\ts9^ perpccuafiy 
*^ and fteadily iixed upon the fettlement or conftitution theil 
^ made,, in £688, and at aD times, according lb his fihufttoup to 
^ ufe his beflr endeavours for a maintenance of diat fetdement 
^ in its piirit]^ whole wifildm has been conflmied by a huAdned 
^ years experience^ of bleffings and prosperity unknoi^ ta Mj 
<* other nation aip«i eardi" •? 

J. The iame anfwer that I gave before^ fpeaking fi«m the 
prefent impreffioAt ftill an impeifict one of what then palled, I 
itull j^ive as to thia cdbludon. 

J 3 Heniy 
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Henry Biaufr/y Bff. 
Crofi-examined by Mr. Atterney GnuraK 

^ This was in 1788, was it not? 

J. In November, 1788. 

J^. In an election conteft ? 

4^ Subfequent to the conteft of Lord Hood for Weftmin- 
fier. 

J^. ,Have you had any intercourfe or commerce with the gen- 
tleman at the bar, fince that time ? 

4 My acquaintance widi Mr, Tooke began in that conteft in 
1788, he was a warm and zealous fupporter of the intereft of 
Lord Hood, and as a perfon of that defirription my acquaintance 
with Mr* Tooke, did not abfolutely terminate then, thougfil re^ 
member but two occafions upon which I have feen him finc^— 
one was an accidental meeting in the ftreet^ in whidi, I believe^ 
nothing particular pafied, but to a(k him how he did— the next 
was (eeing him at the time he was a petitioner againft Mr. Fox^ 
before the Houfe of Commons. 

^ And you know nothing of any traniactioqs of Mr« Tooke^ 
except what yoi; have now iUted ? 

Jl. No. 

Mr. Tooii. This gentleman's remembrance requires <o mudi 
Jlappingj that I muft beg leave juft to wake it once more. You 
law me only twice, once in the ftreet, ax^d once attending my 
petition I 

A. At this moment I remember no more. 

Mr. T^ki. But at the next moment I dare fwear you wiIL^-Did 
you never meet me at Waghorn's Coffee-houfe— Was there never 
a time when you Were unhappy (your recollection, perhaps, maj 
ferve you) becaufe after all die money pu had ipent^ and jour 
faithful fervices to Mr. Pitt, he woiild nqt return your bow, 
this is a circumftance to awaken your mpnory, becaufe it is a 
ftrong cafe — ^I do not folicit the acquaintance of Mr. Beaufov^ 
and I knew, before hand, that he fufpected I brought him here 
to my character i the gentleman thought, how God Iuk^ws, that 



( "<» ) 

at fatity I wuited anybody to my character, and, tha^Sxe^ I 
muft recal his memory, becaufe it cafts an imputation vpoo 
me, as if Mr. Beaufiiy was afnud or afliamed to be half b mfoch 
acquainted widi me als he has been, diereibre it is neceflSvy to 
recal his remembrance ? 

LeriOnifJufiUiEyri. He has fpoken of it as he recollects 
it; you have a right to remind him, but in no fort to make tint 
obiervadoa upon the tsftimony, which certainly imports nodung 
Ukeit; 

Mr. Beauf$j. I haye no fort of oljeetion to anfaer ditt 
queftion. 

Mr. T$oke. That die gendeman flioold forget fo ftrong a 
prcumftance aftoniihes me, .becaufe he is upon his oath? 

A^. Bi^mfrf. I haye not die foudleft objection to answer the 
queftion* 

Lvri CbirfJufiUi Byre. Mr. Tooke, you are wrong to mix 
diefo kind of obferyadons widi your queftions; you may aik Mr* 
Beaufoy upon the fubject of having feen you, as macb as yoa. 
pleafe^ but yon fliould not mix dbfervationswidi your queftian* 

Mr^ T99ki. I do aflure your LonUhip I make ufe of it oofy 
as a drcumfhnrc i i 

Lord CbirfJmfUce Byre. I do not object to your afking die 
queftion, only to intermixing oUervadons. 

A^. Toaii. Thb is not intended as an obfervation, but as a 
drcumftance. ahfolntely neceflary to recal the matter to Mr. 
Bcaufoy's lecoOecdcHi. 

Mr. jAumtf GtmeraL There is no man more tender about 
intei fer ing than I am, b|it I oaQ upon your LordOup to protect 
the witneb, who is a perfon as mudi entitled to die protection 
of the Court, as die priibner-*let the prifontr put hb queftkxi 
but iw has no ri^t t» introduoo it mth an oUervatioa that 
^ears hard upon d)e divacter of die witneft, to wiiom he pnta 
die queftion. 

l^rd Chief Jnftlci J^yre. I have repeatedly ftated to Mr 
Horne Tooke vrfiat die rule is, and in point of deoencyi aa^ 
civOity, he ought ^ obforve it 

1 4 Mr, 
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Mr. Tocie. It is fo kind of the Attorney Ocoeral to pwtect 
my witne&» that I am fui:e it would be inhuman of me not to 
<io b too^ therefore I fliall lay no more to him. 

Lard Chiif Jufiici Eyre. Wfcy do not you tbnx a& die 
queftion ? 

Mr. Btaufoy. I have oq recoIbCtioiH whatever, of an^^ mo- 
ment of my life, fince my firfl acquaintance wiA Mr. Pitti in 
yrfiicb the circumfiance happened of hia xeiufing tQ.retaai me a 
bow; and in which I exprefled, to Mr. Tooke, the fiaaUeft 
Dneafmefe from, a circumftance of that kind* 

Mr. Tooke. You applied to me for my intereft at that time; 
but I have no intereft now, and it is quite right for you to fbr« 
get it. 

Mr. Bcaufoy. There ia nothing more foreign to mj remem- 
brance. 

Mr. Attorney General. The witnefs has fwom that it has not 
hypene d 

Mr. Toeie. Mr. Attorney General, do me no wmpg, he hat 
not fworn i^ he only fwcarshe doe8.not recdlect ; bu^Mz. Beau« 
foy will not deny it, upm his oath, in the profencejoC perfim&of 
the defcription that I fee round, able ta infon» thenifefaret.Hpoii 
the fubject hereafter, I will venture a wage r ■ * ■■ 

Lord Chief Jujlice Ejre^ A wagcr I 

Mr. Tooke. I am wrong^ finrgot myielf. 



Lord Chief Juftice Eyre^ You have a right to dk Mr. \ 
foy, without all this introduction, whether he will ^xak pafi«i 
tively, or confine himfelf to his want of recoDection.; I en do 
no more dun fUte the rule^ and gall upon the prifitacvto diide 
by it. 

Mr. Tooke^ I am contented, I- only juftify myfelf fiom dio 
Attorney General's fuppofition of halving forgot 'myfclf fivdier 
than I had, but he did not fwear. the contrary, hetiid be did floC 
recolleft it, 

Lord Chief Juftice Byre. I am lorry to fee that you do ngt 
point your qudtum. « 
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Mr. Thomas Symondsj (fwom.) 
Examined by Mr. Erjkine. 

f^ Whoit ift your pi>afeffioii ? 

A. A Student of tile Law. 

^ Inyour paAgetodie bar, I take for graatcd? 

Jt Y*e; 

i^. Of wbidi of the Innsof Court are you f 

A. The Inner Temple. 

^ Are jou a member, (ur have you at any time beea 9 
OKmber of the CoftftitutiQnal Society ? 

A. For two or three years I have. 

^ Are you ftill a member ? 

^. Yes. 

^ Are you acquainted with thepni(bner at die bar ? 

A. I have that honour. 

^ Are you acquainted with him in private hTe^ » weS as 
accuflomed to meet him at this Society ^ 

A. I have been feveral times in his company, both ad^ his- owi» 
houie, and Ibmetimes at other places. 

S^ Was your attendanGe upon diis Society ngufar or. fre- 
quent \ 

A* Tolerable, fometimes I have attended pretty frequently^ at 
other times I have omitted fer tpiro or Afet- months, perhaps 
Mended conflandy) and tilenomitted^fbr a month or <b. 

^ Did you attend with fufScient frequency €0 be acquainted! 
with die objeds of th^ Society ^ 

A. Pterfisaiy. 

^ What were tbeofajeAs of the Society f 

A. A Parliamentary Reform. 

j^ We have had £> much diiquifition upon the meaning' of 
diat word, tfiat I wifli to aik you what you undHtood and 
meant by a Pariiamentary Reff3rm \ 

A. A Reform in the Houfe of Commons; 

j^. Was that not only underftood^ but univerially. exprefled to 
\ft the objed of your meeting ? 

A\ 
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A. \ believe it had always been cpofidered as dk miy objeft 
of our meeting. 

J^. Of what number dMdnt Society confift ? 

A. I do not know the number the Society oonfiilccl ^ bst 
the average attendance was about fourteen or fifteen. 

^ From any thing that was tran&£lcd in the SocieCy iriiSft 
you ¥rere a member of it, have you any rcafixi to knowy or to 
believe, that at any time that original object was departed from, 
and another fubftituted in its ftead ? 

A Never; every act diat they did^ confidering tfie circmn- 
ftances under which the act was done^ always appeared t^tend^ 
and to tend folely, to that object. 

^ Did you ever hear any propoHdon made in that Socie^» 
or any difcourfe flirred by any man in it, that led you to 
believe, or even to fufpect^ that the Society had dtti^gied its: 
object? 

A^ Never, 

j^. Would you have remained, and would jrou ftiQ irmain in 
^e Society, under fuch an impr^on \ 

A. Certainly not. 

j^ Have you frequ^tly fc^ the pri/boer at the qwelii^ of 
the Society ? 

A Yes, 

j^ Are you able to reooDect» though not the words, the U^ 
ftance of his political opinions, delivered id the Society, as i^. 
plicable to thefc objects I 

A, Every expreffion that he uied on any occalion, went (bfcif 
to Parliamentary Reform, and was always ftrictly in fiivpur <^ 
the Monarchy, and the Ariftocracy, the original ancient Arifto- 
cracy of the Countr)'. 

J^ When thcfe opinions were iignified by Mr* Tooke at 
this Society, did it appco* to you th^it they wfre the objects of 
the reft of the Society to which they were addrcfled? 

A, Undoubtedly fo. 

^ Were you a member of the Society at the time of the meet- 
ing or Convention, or whatever you choofe to c^I} it^^ diatwat 
hcid at Edinburgh ? 

A I 
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A. I was dien a member^ but did not attend, I diiapprared 
of the proceedings ; I believe, when the bufinefs firft came on, 
was confined from ill-health, but I believe I had an opportunity 
of attending ixathin a week after. 

^ Upon «4iat ground was it that you ^iiapproved of die 
Convention at Edinbturgh \ 

i/ In the firft |dace^ I did not know enough of the perfbna 
who were to be die Delegates, and in the next place I thought 
it might be miflaken by the public. 

^. From what ymi knew <rf' the profefled obje£b of (bis Con* 
vention at Edinburgh, and from what was ftated in the Society to 
be the obje£b, have you any reafon to believe any thing crimaaal 
was intended? 

A. Not in the flighteft degree. 

^. I am not afking you bow fu people who got diemlehres 
together there, might be guilty of mifdemeanor in die coudc 
of a proper objed, but was any thing fiud in the Conftitu- 
tional Society previous to dnt time, vrhen the matter of 
Delegates were firft ftirred, diat led to the conceptioa ^ 4 
Gonvendon in Scodand to fubvert the Govemment^ 

A. I do not recoiled any thing of the fort. 

^ Do you recoUeft any propofition made by the Corre* 
ipondii^ Society to the Conftitutional Society to co-operats 
with them to have members from dieir Society to confer imth 
members of yours, for Ae purpofe of hoUing another Con* 
vendon ? 

j#. I do; I believe I was in die chair either at die time die 
Delegates came, or the week afier. 

«1^. To die beft of my recolleaioii I iaw you in Couit lat 
night? 

J. I was. 

^. Did you hear die refoludons read which were fent by 
die Correfponding Society, with a defire to be entered upon 
the minutes of die Conftitudooal Society, and in wfaidi they 
agreed to appoint' members to meet their body? 

A. Yes— I did. 

;^ You wm in the chair I thin^ that night? . 

. 5 Al 
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A I was either itr the chair that nighty or the night after. 

i^. When this propofitian was made and acceded to by die 
Coiiftitiitional Society, what was underftood^ I do ool mean 
when I fay under Rood, to afk your private underftand*. 
ii^, but what was uoderftood, as fiu- as diat underAand- 
ing was expreiTed, by thofe pcrfons ^o adopted it, or rgeAed 
it? 

A. By producing general concurrence in £ivour of Parlia»- 
mentary Reform to obtain their obje£l ultimately. 

^. Was that the object of the Conftitutional Society in accept- 
ing the propofidon of a conference with the members of the Cor- 
rf fponding Society ? 

A. Entirely fo; there is nothing of which I am more 
certain. 

J^. Upon your oaA, whether there was any thing &id' by 
any ms^ who did accept of that corre(pondence with the Cor* 
refponding Society which fignified the contrary, or could induce 
any human creature to think Ae contcary i 

A. Not a fyllable. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. It is better to aik what they did bj 
—Was there any debate upon it ? 

A^ There was feme debate, but I do not recoiled any thing 
particubr upon it^ 

Mr.ErJkifu^ Do you rec<riJe& what was ftated by thofe pie* 
fent; what mras ftated to be th^ objed of this confiaience whei^ 
accompli (bed ? 

A. I do not recoiled what ¥ras ftatod, but I am fuiv. iK>tliing 
was ftated to render it otherwife than 9 Parliamentary Re-> 
fbrm. 

4J. If there had been a confpiracy to fubvert the Govern- 
ment, by means of tliis Convention, muft not you have kuowD 
it? 

A. Undoubtedly* 

j!^. I will put it in. a ibronger wsy, if it be pnfBblc if this 
Cannmittee of Confefienc6|. which was the *firft which was 
propofed by the Correfponding Society, and acoeptod hf the 
Conftitutional Sodcty,. had. been to fet on Am. a« oonfpiiacj 
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for die deCeftible dbjcEt fiated in the indidment, mad 70a tHC» 
as bdi^ pidbnc, kave c p ll eQi cd that i 

A. Undoiibtedl^. 

if. Did TtmcoBoa fuch an objca ? 

if. No— Morliad ianjr fiiipicioa that any body elfecovM think 
hy till tilde perioiis were takeo up. 

J^. Now that you have had an opportunity of feeing ditferent 
membeR of the Society, have you any reafon, upon your 
oath, femi anything 70a know, to believe any fuch thing was 
thepurpofe? 

A. Not die Aighteft ; I am perfe&Iy fure of die contrary, 

j^ >Vere you prefent at any (ubfequent meeting, after die 
appointment of dits Convnittee,. wlien the report was made i 

A. I was. 

^ If I underftand the matter right, die CommiDteea of die 
two Societies met, and they brought their refolutions upon die 
nth of April before the Conftitutional Society for their appro- 
bation ? 

A, Yes — I was there when the refolution was brou^, attd I 
was diere the week befon:* 

^ This is the refolution of tbe Committee^— ^ Retblved, 
^ that it appears to this Committee very defirafale, diat a ge- 
^ neial meeting or Convendon of tbe Friends of Liberty fliould 
^ be called, for the purpofe of taking into confideratioa the 
^ proper Inetbods of ^}taining a fuD and fair reprefentation of 
« the people." ? 

A. I was there then, 

^ If thefe proper mediods of obtuning a full and fair re- 
prefentation of the people, had been a total departure from 
idl the obje£ls of 3roiiT Society from its firft inftitution, do yoa 
think it it poffibie you fliould not hare oolle6bd it fi-otf^ 
fbme member of the Society who were debating this^ and adopt*- 
•ng it? 

A. IttsimpoffiUebtttlmuftharecoUeftedtt. 

^ I find a diftinfiion in point of phrafe, between die refo- 
htdoDS of the Coomiittee^ and die reibladoiis of the Society at 
lar|i^ dnt adopted dxife xdoludoosi I have read the oae^ I 

will 
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will read the ddier ntiw: <^ Reblvedy that it apfiears to dik 
^ Society very defirable that a general meeting of the Friends of 
^ Liberty ihould be called, for the purpofe o£ taking into confide- 
*^ ration the proper methods of obtaining a full and £ur reprelcnta- 
*> tion of the people" — ^Do you recoiled any, and wbat^ debates 
taking place that produced this modificatioiiy and change in the 
jc{b!utioiis f 

A I recoiled there was fonie debate about the wofd Coaven- 
tion, bccsiufc, I believe, I was die iirft tooppoTe the ufe of thai 
word, as it might tend to miflcad the public mind; that they 
might think we had fome other objed in view, than merdy Par- 
liamentary Reform ; therefore I oppofed it, made a very few ob« 
fervations, aiid that was followed by feveral others. 

^. Upon }-our oath, when you made that objection to the 
word Convention, icfl it fhould produce the mifreprefentations 
that you have adverted to, had you the leail idea, in your owa 
mind, that there H-as a confpiracy on foot ? 
J. Not the flighteft* 
^ Have you now i 

J. No; I never had one moment of my life, 
j^ That is iona fidi what you faid \ 
A. Undoubtedly. 

^. How was the propofidon, h9na fide^ made by you, re* 
ceivcd by thofe to whom it was made 7 

d. There was fome little difcuffion upon the two words 
Meeting and Convention ; but it was agreed, at lail, that dsc 
ufe of the word Chnviniion might lead the public mind to mxf- 
takethe object of the Society, and therefore it was omitted. 

J^. I obferve that your Society, almoft at the beginning, 
throughout all the proceedings, make ufe of this phrafe, ^ a foil 
^ and fiiir rcprefentation of the people.'* From what paflfed, from 
the expreffions of all and every member of that Society, and 
froiu the beginning to the end of your acquaintance with it, 
what was the meaning of a full and fair repre&ntation of die 
people in Parliament i 

A X believe that, in our Society, they were inclined not to 
go quite fo far as the Correfponding Society & fome menAcis of 

the 
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^ Sodet]f were in fivour of Univerral RepfeTeiiCatidn, fdnte 
wore not; I was not for one, and many were not. 

^ Do you know what were the fentimcclts of the gluKleman 
now befixe 700 upon diat head ? 

jt* Fifijr tunes have I heard htm reprobate^ and violently, in 
tsdidiig wkh many of his friends, the idea of Univerfal Reprc- 
ientation ; it was his cxmftant object. 

^ Did you ever hear any member of the Society make a 
propofitioB, or enter into a debate, diat touched the honour, 
inajefty, or audunity of the King i 

A» Never. 

J^ Did you ever hear any propofition made, or any indte- 
menc, not to aconfpiracy, but to a dtfpofition to touch the he- 
reditary office of the Houfe of Lords ? 

A. Undoubtedly not ; diey were all concerned in obtaining a 
Reform in the Houfe of Commons* 

J^ Was it ever flirred, in effect, to accompliih the objects 
of jrour Society, by any means not legal or conftitutional \ 

A. Never. 

J^. Do you think it poffible that a conspiracy could have been 
on foot, -to accomplifli the obje£l of your Society by combina- 
tion and fixce, widiout your being acquainted with it ? 

J. ImpoffiUe. 

J^. Did you ever hear of die idea of arms being u{ed fin: diat 
purpofe ? 

A Never. 

^. Had you ever die idea of exciting others to Ufe arms for 
diat purpofe? 

A. Never. 

j^. Was it ever debated, propofed, or flirred, in any of your 
approbations of the liberties of France, to put down die partiot-. 
lar liberties of our own Country, in order to emulate tUem f - 

A.Hj no means; not an obfervadon ever pafied of the kind. 

\^. I fee, by the evidence here, diat dns refaludoo wa8:coiD6 

to upon the nth of April, and that then the ConftittiGoBal. 

Society made feveral adjournments; now die Codunlt^ 

«f Confcrencei and die Copimittee of Co-operation, having 
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met^ and come lo diis idbluticm, tbcf coadniied (» be Com* 
mittees for the obje£b of cooferring, till they were taken up? 

j£ I do not know any thing of the meeting of thefe Com- 
mittees ; I believe I attended the week after, probably two 
weeks after. 

j^ Then, had you any reafon to know, or believe, that diefe 
five pcrfons, who were deputed from )our Society, to meet 
chofe who were deputed by the Conc^onding Fodety, the 
moment they were appointed by dcligati^^i, changed die obgefis 
of the Society ? 

A. Undoubtedly not. 

^ In the firft place, were you prefcnt when Mr. Tooke 
was propofed to be a member of this Committee of Coo* 
fcrence ? 

A. I really am not certain. 

^ You have told me exprcftly what the obje^ of tbe So- 
ciety were, in deputing thefe gentlemen to confer wilh your 
Society, and that you have no reafon to believe they have de« 
parted from the (ame objects ; in order to know that, we will 
fee what their objcds were before. You know die Com- 
mittee confifted of Meflirs. Joyce, Sharpe, Bonney, IVarfoo, 
and Wardle. Now we will go by fleps — Were yon acquainted 
with Mr. Joyce previous to the time, and up to the very day, 
and hoor, that he was appointed to confer with the other So- 
ciety ? 

A. Very well. 

^ Do you know whether the objefls which the Sociely had, 
and publicly profeiled, were alfo the obje<Sts of Mr. J^nfot^ and 
equally publicly profefled by him ? 

j£ I have frequently had convcrfation with Mr. Joyce, vid 
always fi^und his .opmions moderate, oppofed to the vitdenoe diit 
exifted in other people's minds. 

^ Are you now fpeaking up to the very nth of April i 

>. I am fpeaking to the laft moment when I law him, yMA 
was, I believe, on that day. 

j^ Do you k»ow Mr. Sharpe, tbe celebrated engraver? 

if. Ido. 
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^. Was be i frequent attendant upon the Society? 

A. Pretty well 

^. Have you been prefent either at the dinner of the Society 
with Mr. SharpC) or at the meetings of the Society, when the 
public objeds of your Society have been ^talked of and debated? 

A. I was very frequently there, and often dined there before 
the Society met. 

J^ Have you any reafon to believe that Mr. Sharpe's ob<>> 
jeds were different from your objedb f 

A None in the leafr. 

j^ We 1^11 go next to Mr. Bonqey, now in the Tower- 
Had you feen him many times at the Conftitutional Society widi 
the others? 

A. Yes; I have feen him feVeral times; I do not know fo 
muth of hun as I do of Mr. Joyce, but 1 have been at his houfe 
feveral times. 

J^. Whether you ever were acquainted with any man of purer 
and more moderate principles than Mr.Boimey, on political, 
and all other fubje<Ss ? 

A^ I never knew a more nloderate, quiet man, in my life^ 
than Mr. Bonney ; it is his peculiar chara^riftic. 

^. Had Mr. Bonney the charaSer, in the Society, of being 
a man devoted to the Englifh Conftitution in its forms ? 

A. He had the thanuSler of being a very peaceable, moderate 
man, and a very loyal fubje£t. 

^ There is Mr. Pearfon, were you acquainted with him ? 

A. Slightly. 

^ Have you feen him at the Society? 

A, Yes ; and have feen him frequently fmce. 

^ Have you any reafon to know, or believe, diat Mr. Pear- 
fon entertained any defign to fubvert the Government, or to 
alter the Conftitution ? 

A. None at all; not the flighteft. 

j^ There is but one more, Mr. Wardle ? 

A. Mr. Wardle I never faw above two or three times, to 
my recoUedion, fo as to have any converlation with him. 

Vol. II. K ' ^. Then 
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.^. Tr.cn I have trour evidence to this, dnt Ae ConftiniUoial 
Sfxicrv's objcd was Refonn in the Houfe of Coaraoas? 
y/. Nothing cUk 
J^ And up to the nth of April, 1794, they pnrfiied dat 

>/. Entirely fo. 

Afr. S^/Adtsr General. This is a repetition of the evidence 
i::vcn. 

Mr. trfklne. It is no repetition at aiL— If any OQB^Hncy had 
^xifted amoiij^ thofc pcr(uns, who were appointed thus to confer 
together, do you believe ypu Ihould have known it i 

A. Undoubtedly, i muft have known it. 

:^ From their character, do you believe Aem capiUe of 
^rit'.-ring into fuch a conspiracy ^ 

j4. I could never conceive an idea of that fort for a moment. 

Air. Thomas Symondsy 
Ci' IS- examined by Mr. Jitorney GemraL 

.^. Now, xMr. Symonds you were chofen, I diink, as^far 
■*■'. appears by the book;:, a member of this Society upon the ift 
i.f June, 1792 ? 

jf. I do not know the date mylclf, but that, I have nodoubt, 
is about the time. 

^ You were either propofed or feeonded by Mr. Joyce i 

A. I believe I was ; but not being in the Society at the time^ 
I luive a very faint recolledion of it- 

J^. Nowr then, to b<^in with Mr* Joyce — Do you happen to 
know that Mr. Joyce was prefent when the addrefs of Ae Con- 
ftitutional Society to the National Convention- of France, was 
prefcnted by Mr» Froft and Mr. Barlow ? 

A No^ I do not know that he. was preient, 

J^. Have you never heard that I 

A. I never heard it. 

^. Arc you much acquainted with Mr^ Joyce ? 

A. Pretty much acquainted with him. 

^ And you mean to &y you never beard of that fiiA^ AoC 

Mr. 



Mr. Jojtec was prefait vAcn Froft and Barlow 'prdbnted ^ 
addrefs to the Nadoiul Convencuin in France, dnt. you never 
heard of that P 

J. I cannot fpeak, widi certainty, diat I hatre heard of it. 
^ You won't tfeny that you have heard of it ? 
jf, I rather think I never have heard of it s one's recollect 
tion is confuied by having read the report. 

J^. You know very little of Mr. Wardle ? 

jf. Very Ktde* 

j^. You do not know where he is, at this time, perhaps ? 

^. No; I know nothing of Mr. Wardle^ 

^ Mr. Sharpe you knew very Veil ? 

A Yes. 

J^. You Were not with him when be called upon a gehtle^ 
man, in a neighbouring place, and left his name, Citisen Sharpen 
of a particular defcription, were you i 

A. No J I was not. 

^. Mr. Bonney, you know, very ihtimately ? 

A. Yes. 

^ Did you ever fed a drawing of " the road to Hanover ?'* 

A. Never. 

i^ ** The road to Hell, by Hanover,'' did you ever fee a 
drawing of that ibrt ? 

A. I never heard of it till this moment. 

J^ You came into the Society in June 1792 ? 

A. I have no doubt of it. 

' ^ You know there has been fuch a Society as the London 
Correfponding Society ? 

A. Yes; I do. 

j^ Do you know Mr. Hardy ? 

A, No. 

^. Have you dined in company with him lately ? 

A. No ; I know him now, by having fcen him here, 

^ You know that he is an afTociated member of the Con- 
ftitutional Society, I prefume ? 

A. I bdieve that he is, but I do not know it for certain. 

^. Do not you know that in July, 1792, Mr. Hardy, and 

K 2 five 



( 132 } 

fire other members oF the London Correfpondbg Sodety, were 
aflbciated members with your Club, the Conftitntional Society ? 

A. I know diat feme perfons were aflbciated members^ but I 
do not know their names. 

^. Did you know, fix weeks ago, that die refoludons of the 
London Correfponding Society, which were entered upon the 
books of the Conilitutional Society, were entered from a draft 
figned '^ Thomas Hardy, Secretary," in the hand-writiiig of the 
gendcman at the bar ? 

A. Undoubtedly I did not. 

J^. Did you know that die Society, at Sheffield, bd ient to 
your Conftitudonal Society, to ckfire that twelve of dbeir mem- 
bers might be aflTociated ; and that there was in the pofleffion of 
the Secretary of your Society, a letter, widi the hauid-writing of 
the gentleman at the bar in it, propofing that aflbdadon \ 

A. Ilo the firft part of your queftion I can only aniwer, diat 
I know fome country Societies fent, defiring fixne members 
might be admitted. 

JS^. I afk you, then, this queftion — You know that diere 
were country Societies aflbciated with you ? 

A. I remember very well once being prefent^ when one So- 
ciety, it was either propofed by a member prefent^ or by letters, 
that fome perfons, members of that Country Socictj 

^. This was before your time ; I am fpeaking of nbtt hap* 
pened in March. Do you know any thing of the refbhidons of 
die Society previous to June, with refpedl to Paine's works, 
widi refpeiSl to the aflbciadon of die Sheffield people, or the 
Norwich people ? 

A. No. 

J^. Or the Southwark people die reprefentadve Government 
people ? 

A. The Southwark people, I am pretty furc not — my mind is 
confufed about the Sheffield and Norwich people— -I have ibme 
idea about fome Country Societies. 

J^ Upon the i6di of April, 1793, perhaps you know that 
your Society wrote a l&ter to the Norwich Societies, telling, 
diem diat dicre was nodiing to be expected from die King, no- 

thing 
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thing to be expected from Parliament; and, that the only re^ 
medy die public could kave^ would be by a Convention of the 
People, by Delegates ftom die difTerent Societies i 

A. I certainly know ibmediing of that 

^. Then I beg to aft you, do you know wfaofe hand-writing 
that draft is ? {fiewing it to thetvitmfh) 

A. No, I do not; I never faw diis paper befbre. 

j^ You are a gendeman ftudying the law— did you ever fee 
the letter diat was fent to Norwich about this Convendon ? 

A. Never to my knowledge. 
'^ I aik you, then, if youhad feen a letter from this Society, 
ftating, that there was to be no remedy from the King, and 
none from the Parliament, but, from a Convendon fuch as I 
have been defcribing to you^ would you have remained in that 
Society ? 

A. Undoubtedly, if they i^ afide the authority of the Kin^ 
or the authority of the Parliament, I fhould not--F-but, if they 
held out, diat the Parliament was likely to be influenced by a 
general meedng of the people, and die general voice of the 
people, conveyed in that^way to Parliament, I ihould have thought 
it a proper object 

^ llien I afle you again, if a letter had been fent from the 
Society, to your knowledge, upon the i6th of April, 1793, that 
meant more Aan that ? 

A. Undoubtedly I (houid not have conftnted to it 

^ And you would not have ftaid in the Society-s«now you 
were a member of this Society, as early as June, 1792; you 
liave heard, no doubt, <|f the addrefs of the London Correfponding 
Society, to die National Convention of France ? 

A. I have heard of it ; I have heard more of it here than any 
where die. 

^ That addrefs, you fee, was fent to the National Conven*- 
tion, in October or November, 1792, When that addrefs was 
fent, did you know dutt your Society, or any monbers of it, had 
had any thing to do with it ? 

J. If I recollect right, I was confined widi iUnefs at that time, 
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^ Gi-rt got icCTC A« teifcy, ■hrTif i juu hnwr dtinMr> 
Hirii'rjd fas m &Cr. TmSk s kcfer, v Mr Iv aMce aboul 

a iectinccn ca the CoBveonoK «f Fmoe^ 

.< I kre7 nochiiTg of iae kssd. 

^. Dei vsu icBov ibot Mr. Toofae had c n gw e flrf aD< fi-ctL-d 
the Conftir^rioa of the LmIw C<i t g c% o ui £cg Sockcj ! 

A, N'ctlTIheard xtfaoe. 

^ Die: Toc kflov dbc Mr. Margaret had wnOn to Mr. 
Tooke, rdanre to a dednioa to the Cobtcbmb df Fruice? 

A, I rf.d .ICC 

^. You kaew mfaag of dne all cbc time 7011 were in the 
Society ? 

A. Na 

J^. You were a mem^r of tbe Socktv when dir Cooftitur 
t onal Scxiety fer.t an atk!re& to the Kadcxal CociTentioo of 
francc r 

^. I believe I was. 

j^. Did you happen to be ill at dial time ? 

A. I recollccl nothing about it, and from what tauSt I canno( 
tell, whedier I did not aKcnd, or what, I letoUeA having isen it 
in public. 

^ I do not put to you a queftion vpoo die *'*»^'*tii of die 
addrefs but I aik you, if that addrc6 bid cootaiQad feotiaiena 
poin^ beyond yours, as you haire exphdned dwD, v^ refer- 
trxi: to the letter of die i6tfa of April, 17931 would you bvc 
rc^r:rinu'-d to hck>r.g to that Society i 

A. I: tile addrefs merely applied to the fUte of France, Iccir 
tai:Jy fhoiild have agreed in ftronger language regarding France 
rhari r<.;^;:rdi.i^ E.ngland, becauie I think their caie require^ 
ftron;^ mi-afurc«. 

^ But if it had relation to the ftate of England, you wouU 
x.o? h:ivf: gone to that length ? 

A. By no means they are different caib. 

.^; Did you ever rt-adalctter from the editor of the Patriot^ at 
ShffH'.'ld, in the polk:tIion of Mr. Adams ? 

A. 1 have no recoUe^oo of it. 

4 ^. Were 
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- ^ Were you privy to sm anfwcr being prepared to that letter, 
<whidi has any part of it in the hand-writing of the gentleman at 
the bar, which ftate% that infant free4oni is making herculean 
efforts ? 

Mr. Erjkine. Take the letter itfelt 

Mr. Attormy Gemral I will take the words of the letter. 

Mr. Tooke^ Take the words in my hand-writing. 

Mr. Attormy General. Did you ever fee or know that there 
was fuch a letter fent by the Society — ^* We are brothers in 
^ affeflion with you, with the freemen of Sheffield, of Stock- 
" port, and of the whole world— ^freedom, though an in&nt, 
♦* makes heroilean eflforts, and the vipers Ariftocracy and Mo- 
** narchy arc panting and writhing under its grafp ? may fuc* 
^ ccfs, peace and happinefr attend thofc efforts." — Did you 
luiow that fuch a letter as that was fent from your Society ? 

A. No, I have no recoHeftion of it, 

^ Did you know that the words " fuccefs,'* and " thofc 
«* efforts,'* were ix» the hand-writing of the gentleman at the 
.bar? 

A. No, I knew nothing about it, 

^ You have tdd me, before, you knew nothing of the 
letter of the i6th of April, 1793 — ^when did you firft know 
that Mr. Froft, in his addrefs to the National Convention, had 
Md tlie Preiident^ that he hoped they would foon fend am- 
))aiIador8 to a National Convention in England ? 

A. I did i^ot know diat Mr, Froft had iaid that till this 
fDoment. 

J^ Did yw know that Mr. Adams bad, in his poffeffion, an 
account from Mr. Froft, ftating, that he had faid that to the 
National Convention, wheij he prefented th^ Addrefs of the 
Conftitutional Society ? 

A. No, I did not \ I rather think all thei^ tranfa^ions took 
place at Ae time I was confined for fix weeks in bed, 

^ Did you know diat the Prefident of thie National Conven* 
tion had returned an anfwer tq Froft and Barlow, ftating to them, 
^t he hoped the French would foon fend ambaffadors to a Na- 
tional Convention in Engbuid I 
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A. This is the lirft time I have beanl of it. 

j^. Then, of courfe, you did not know diat Mr. Adams had 
in his poffeffion, as Secretary of your Society, a letter, ftating, 
that the Prefident of the National Convcndoii had done all 
this? 

A, Undoubtedly not* 

^. When your Socie^^ame toa refidution of dianka to Bar- 
low and Froft, were you aware that tfaefe tranfa^ons I am now 
Aating had paflbd in the National Convention in France? 

A. I was not awar^ of any particular trania^on* 

^. But, being prefent, you permitted it to paf$ ? 

A, And perhaps I might even have confented in a more dired 
way, becaufe, as they went over to exprefs the approbation of 
many friends of freedom in this Country, to the principles of 
freedom, if they had executed their commiifion I ihould have 
thdlight they deferved dianks. 

^. You were not, I think, indeed I am pretty fure you 
were not of the Society when the addrefs went to ^ Jacobins \ 
you know that was when they had a King in France ? 

A. I rather think that was before I was b the Society* 

^. You know nothing, therefore, of that addrtft? 

A. I do not. 

^ How long was it, after the lOth of Auguft, that your So- 
ciety fet about addrefBng the National Convention ? 

A. I do not recolle£l the dates at all. 

^; Did you ever fee the Addrefs of the London Corrcfpondr 
ing Society, to the People of England, of the 6th of Auguft, 
1792? 

A, I may have fcen it, but I have no recoUeSion of it. 

i£. Did you ever know, that upon the 8di of Auguft, 1 792, 
Hardy or Margarot had fent to Mr, Tooke a copy of that Adi- 
drefs, defiring his opinion of it ? 

A. I know nothing about it. 

^. You know nothing of all thatj you, of courlc, knew no- 
tliing of the aftual proceedii^s of the Scotch Convention, ^^ 
1793? 

A. No, nothing but from the public papers. 
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^ Do yott remember ever to have feen in the pofleffion of 
Mr« Adams, or ever to have beard, in point of fad, that diere 
was, in the pofieffion of Mn Adams, a letter from Mr. Skirving, 
reprefenting, that die Scotch Convention would, in effed, di^ T 

away, unlcfs your Societies in London fent them Dele- 
gates? 

A. No, I know nothing about that 

^. Margarot was, jfdu know, an aflbciated member of your 
Society ? * 

A. He may have been, I do not know. .' 

j^ Mr. Gerald, perhaps you know, was an aiTociated member 
of your Society ? 

A^ It is impoffible for me to tell who were members ? 

J^ But whether Margarot and Gerald were, or not, aflb- 
ciated members of your Society ; perhaps you know, in b&% 
|hat they were the Delegates from the London Correfponding 
Society to the Scotch Convention \ 

A.\ io not know, from my own knowledge — ^I only know 
&om public reports ? 

^. Do you know who propofed Mr. Martin to bea member ^ 

of this Society \ 

A. I do not know. 

J^. You do not know, then, that die gendeman at the bar 
propofed Mr. Martin ? 
' A. I have heard it. 

J^. Poffibly you have feen the proceedings at the Globe Ta* 
rem, upon the 20th of January \ 

A. I have heard of them here. 
. ^ Did you know that fuch proceedings had paficd on the 20th 
of January, at the Globe Tavern, before diey became the fubjeft 
pf very public converlation and notoriety ? 

A. I knew there wasa meeting, buti did not knowwhattook 
place ; and I heard that there were fome flrong refoludcns, but I 
did not know what in fa£l had taken place. 

J^. Were you prefent at that Society upon the ijdi of January, 

1794? 
^. You may bring it to my recdIe£tion by drcumfbnces. 

^ There 
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^ There wcrefoine rcfolutions thata ftudcntof thcTcmpW 
may not like to hear of — when law becomes an inftniment of 
oppreffion; and Jfftcrics and the like: you know what I am 
(peaking of? 

A I was not prcfent, 

^. Did you ever fee the rough draft of thcfe refolutions ? 

^.*No. 

J^ Not being prefcnt, you cannot tell me, perhaps, whether 
Mr. Qcrdld took the chair, upon Mr. Tooke's walking out 
of it? 

A, I do not recolka ever feeing Mr. Gerald in the chair. 

^ Were you prefcnt ujwn the 24th of January^ I794i when 
thv-i c was a refohition, " that the moft excellent Addrefs,'* without 
any date*-" the moft excellent Addrefs of the LiondoaCorrcfpond- 
ing Society," be inferted in the books of this Society ; and then a 
great deal of reafoning, whether the Parliament fhould be termed 
his Majcfty's Parliament, ^thful and honound)le Ptrliament ? 

A, I was not prefcnt. 

^. You cannot therefore recolledt the refolution— ** The Lon- 
|)on Corrcfponding Society have deferve4 we)l of their Country?'^ 

A. No. 

i^. Your curlofity perhaps may have led you to have read the 
refolutions of the 20th of January, fmce the circumftance^ 
which have lately happened with refpe£l to thejfe Societies ? 

A, I have heard much of |:heiii here ai>d e}fewfaere| but have 
not read thcni, 

^. From all you have heard of them, (houU you have 
thought that Society had dcferved well of their Country ? 

A. I muft have a more accurate idea of the proceedings of 
the Society before I could give that approbation of them. 

J^. I take for granted you did not knpw that your Society 
paid Thelwall for 2,500 Addreffes of the London Correfpondin^ 
Society ? 

A. I did not. 

i^; You did not know that Adams had paid, upon the ie<pieft 
of any body whatever, fix guineas to Thelwall, to reimburfe 
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turn far 2,500 Addrefles of the London CorrcQionding Society 1 
—you know noching of that ? 
jf. No. 

^ Do you recoUe^ a communication from the Correfpond- 
ing Society that they were to haye a meeting ypon die 14111 of 
April ? 

-^, I do not recollect th^it Do you mean die Hft 14th of 

April ? 

^ Hieir cnwnmniration with your Society diat they were 
to have a meeting upon the 14th of April ? 
j/. Nof I know nothing of that. 

^ Did you know that Thelwall was an aiTociated member 
of your Society ? 
J. I believe he was. 

^. I t(k you, did you, vfhiWt you remained a member of the 
Society, know that Thelwall was a member of it ? 

j/. I cannot /ay tha^ I did, of my own knowledge ; I thought 
be wa& 
^. Did you know diat Margaret was i 
if. I do not know what yoy mean by inotu ; do you mean 
looked at the books and faw dietr names entered i 

^ No ; whedier you knew, by any (burces of information, 
fhat Thelwall was a member, Margarot a member, Martin a 
tuember, SincUur ^ member, and Gerald a member i 
J. I knew Martin and Sinclair were members. 
^ And Mr. Gerald ? 
J. I did not know. 
J^ Mr. Margarot ? . 
* ^. I did not know. 

^ Did you know that the Society for Conftitutional In- 
ibrmadon printed the letter of Mr. Paine to Mr. Dundas ? 
J. Yes, I did. 

^ Did you know that the London Correfponding Society 
ftriated die letter of Mr. Paine to. the people of France for the 
l|ie of perfons in England ? 
^. No) I did not know thatw 

«..Did 
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^ Did you kno^y that Mr. Joel Barlow font a letter to your 
Society upon the 6th of October, 1792, relative to his publi« 
cation of a letter to the National Convention of France ; that 
j'ou dunked him, and ordered the refolutions to be publifhed in 
the papers ? 

jf. Yes, I know that. 

J^. And did you know the contents of Mr. Barlow's letter ? 

jf, I have a general recollection of them now. 

Mr. Attorney General I (hall afk you no more <}uefti0n& 

Mr. Erjkine. Nor fhall I. 

Lieutenant Colonel John Moneys (fworn ) 
Examined by Mr. Tooie, 

j^ I have but two or three queftions to aflc yoo, becaufe I 
iball not afk you to whalt I think you dont know— You have 
been in the fcrvice of France f 

J. Yes. 

^. At what time did you enter into the fervice of France ? 

A Here Is my Commiffion, figned by die Kii% of France 
and the Marfhal de Camp General in the armies of Fnuice. 

J^. At what date did yoy £rft enter i 

J. This is, 1 think, the i8di of July, 1792. 

J^ At what time did you quit the fervice ? 

J. When I heard that diis Country was iikdy to be at war 
with France. 

j^ What date was that ? 

-//. The 25th of December, 1792. 

^ As foon as you heard that this Country was likely to be 
at war with France, you very honourably quitted the fervice I 

A. I did. 

JS^. But, up to that time, did you think that you were acting 
the part of a loyal fubjcct ? 

A. I certainly did, or I had not gone Into the French fervice^ 
1 knew stiy well that a Commercial Treaty fubfifted between 
this Country and France ; I had the approbation of my friemk 
before I went, and I came from thence the moment ■ 
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L^ri Chtrf yuftice Eyre. We arc not enquiring into yoar 
conduct. 

Mr^ TMf. I want a very (hort anfwer, to a very ffaert 
cpiefticn. 

Cobnel Money. I will give you as fhort an anfwer as you 
pleafe, or as long an one as you pleafe. 

Mr.Todke. Whether) after your return to England in the year 
1791, you waited upon the Secretary of State, Lord Grenville^ 
and Mr. Dundas ? 

A. The inftant I arrived in England I waited upon Mr. 
Dundas : I wrote him a note. 

^ I do not want to know particulars.— Did you receive any 
reproaches from either of the Secretaries of State for having 
been in the French fervice up to that period in 1792 ? 

A. I did not. 

j^. Have you fince that been at Court i 

J. I have. 

j^. And you have been received gracipuffy by the King i 

A. Very gracioufly. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Not one word of this is evidence. 

Mr. Tooke. Will your Lordfhip be fo kind as to tell mc 
what is evidence, and dicn I will give that which will be evi« 
dence. 

Lord Chief Juflice Eyre. The condu£t of Colonel Money, is 
not under our confideration : whether he a&d right or-wrong^-^ 
whether he was approved of by the Secretary of State and the 
King, or diiapproved of, is nothing to die prefent enquiry. 

Mr. Tooke. By endeavouring to be (hort, perhaps my object 
is not perceived. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. If there is any thing that conneds 
you with any circumftance that concerns Cdonel Money then 
It will be evidence. 

Mr. Tooke. My obje£l is this-^that in fome month, I do not 
know which, whether July, Auguft, OAober, or when, certain 
fubfcriptioiis or letters of mine, declaring an approbation, or 
intention to give aiSftance (for none was given) to France, 
appear to me to have beoi fpoken of as if they were after the 

war 
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war commenced ; now, it feems to be much ftroiiger in the cakfe 
of a man who has the approbation of die King and die Secre- 
taries of State who had adually been in At Frendi fcnrice^ 
than a propo(aI to give bme flioes to the fiddieis, which never 
were given. 

LcrJ Chief Juftice Eyre. If jour point was to fliew when 
the war commenced, fo &r it may be proper, becauie in that 
date your cafe may be implicated ; but whether Cdand Money 
a£led right or wrong, i^etfaer his conduA was approved or dif- 
approved, camiot touch your cafe. 

Mr. Tooke. No, furely, that was not my objeA ; I meant to 
have the joint benefit of ihewing what were the opinions of this 
gentleman and the Secretaries of State relative to the commence- 
ment of the war ; and joining diat evidence with die King's 
fpeeches, both before and after this time, I thought that I (houM 
iatisfy any reafonable mind that I could not know vriat nobody 
elfe did : but, if it is wrong, I have loft but little time—I have 
no more queftions to alk Colonel Money. 



Maxwell^ Efy. (fwom,) 



Examined by Mr. Erjkine. 

^ Do you know Mr. Tookc ? 
A. I do. 

^ How long have you known him ? 
yf, I have known him ever fince the year 1 793. 
^ Where did you firft become acquainted with him ? 
A. At Wimbledon. 
^ Did you vifit him there ? 
Jl. I did. 

^. Had you ever any opportunity in confcquence of thofii 
vifits of knowing his political fendments ? 
A. I had. 

^ Confidentially? 

A' Yes, I think I may (ay confidentially. 
^ What days did you vifit Mr. Tooke f 
J. Generally, I think» oa a Sunday. 

^ What 
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j^ What pafled upon thoTe occaflons, as relative to the par^ 
tlcular fubjeft which brings us here ? 

A, It would be diflkuk for me to ftate every thing that has 
{aflfed upon thofe oocsdions. 

^. I mean any prominent circumftance that your mind fug- 
gefts to you at this moment ? 

A. I have heard Mr. Tooke iay that he difapproved of Uni- 
verial Suffrage ; I hare heard him argue againft it in the prc- 
fence of a few confidential friends. 

j^ Did you ever hear Mr. Tooke fey any thing with re- 
gard to the means of accomplifliing a Parliamentary Reform? 

A. I have.— I remember to have heard him iay, that he 
thought it might be a proper thing for (bme gentlemen who 
were prefent, and fuch others as might approve of the^bn, tt> 
ftand, whenever any opportunity offered, for the dofe boroughs ^ 
and if they did not fucceed in being returned to Parliament, thac 
then they fbould petition, in order to expofe all die abfurditics 
and ini<)uities attending the election at fuch boroughs, and by 
that means to induce a majority of both Houfcs of Parliament^ 
and the borough proprietors, through ihame, to agree to a 
Reform in the Reprefentation of the Commons. 

^. Did you ever hear Mr. Tooke offer any expreflion hofHIff 
to the prerogative of the Crown^ or to the King's perfon ? 

A. I never did. 

j^ Or to the hereditary office <^ the peers in die Houfe of 
Lords? 

' A. Nor to the hereditary office of the peers in the Houlc of 
Lords I never did. 

■ Maxwell^ Efq. 
Examined by Mr, Tooke* 
j^. Whether there were any gentlemen at my table that day, 
when this propofal was made by me, of {landing for all tin; 
pocket boroughs, who confented to ffand when the boroughs, 
became vacant ? 

A. There was one confented. 
J^ Do you recoUe<^ his name ? 

A. Mr. 
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A. Mr. Walker, of Manchefter. 

j^ Do you recoiled any odier \ 

jf. I do not recollect any other who cdnfented. 

J^. Did you yourfelf take it for confidenidon \ 

J. I q>proved of die diing, and took it for confideration« 



MaxwtUy Efq. 



Crors-examined by Mr. Jlttomty GencraL 

j^. You are not Doctor Maxwell, are you ? 

J, \ zm not. 

^. May I prefume to alk you where you live ? 

A. My refidence is in the county of Linlithgow, in Scot-: 
land. 

^ On what occaflon did you come up to town in 1793 ? 

A. I generally am in town every year. 

^ You did not happen to dine at Mr. Tooke's at any time 
towards the dofe of the year 1792 ? 

^. I was not acquainted with Mr. Tooke at that time. 

-— Maxwell^ Efq. 
Re-examined by Mr. Tooie. 

J^. As you are not Doctor Maxwell, I beg to know what 
trade or profeffion you are of? 

A. I am of no trade or profeffion. 

^ Whether you are a clerk in any office i 

A. No> I am not. 

^ Whcdier you arc any gentleman's (ervant ? 

A. No. 

j^. Whether you have (ervants of your own i 

A. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Attorney Gentrah I afked whether he was Doctor Max-' 
well, becaufe there was a Do&or Maxwell, I fee, a member of 
the Conftitutional Society. 

Mr, Tcoh. He is a gentleman in a very different ftation. 

Edward 
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Edward Mayy Efq. (fwrom) 
Examined by Mr. Erjkine. 

^ Da y9u know Afr« ifenM T#6ke? 

A. Yes. 

J^ Htfw long biveTM kaowi^ him? 

A. Bettei dian two y«ars« 

^. Are yoo a moiabct of (he Conftitutioiul Society ? 

^. I am a member of no Society at all. 

^. Your tccpiahitaiicc witb^ Mr # To^d i« #f courfe in private 
life? 

A. Entirely fo. 

^. Have yoii been infimate with him ? 

A. Yes — Mr. Tooke has often dined at my houl*e, and t at 
his, and not being a member of either of the Societies, I v^iillied 
to know his principles; we have ofbn talked very freely; I 
have frequently afked his fentiments upon politics, he has uni- 
formly toM nie he wiihecl well both to the King and the Arifto- 
cracy of this Country; that tlie only change he wifhed was in 
the Houfe of Commons. The laft conver&tion I had with IVlr. 
Tooke vras in the ftreet, a very ihort time before he was 
tairen up; 

J^ Upon thefe fubje£ls, did you find Vix. Tooke a man Ioo<e 
andifceitiAg in his opinions, or was he fteady to one opinion, and 
to one purpofe ? 

A. I found him both when he had drank a great (feal of 
wine, aftd when perffeflly fober in die morning, uniformly <ion- 
fiftent with the fiune principles. l! have heard him repro- 
Eatttf the introdiiAidii of Paine's prind^les here, faying* 
ttat this Country was not fit for a Republic; that the 
only thii^ he wanted Was a' I^arliamenUry Reform; and be 
alfo told me that he refuied being a Delegate to the Scotch Con* 
▼eiition. 

Vol. II. L Edward A^ 



{ 146 ) 

Edward May^ Efy. 
Crofs-examined by Mr. Attorney GtmraL 
^ Do I rightly underfland you, duit in converfiition with 
Mr. Tooke pu have heard him reprobate Mr. Paine^s priiH 
ciples ? 

//. Reprobate the introduOioD of his principlea here, and 
I have aIfo> to the bcft of my recolleAion, heard him 6y diat 
he refufed being a Delegate to the Bcotdi Conventioiu 

fTiUiam Tooh Harwndj Efy. {fmxn) 
Examined by Mr. Brjkine. 

^ You are, I believe, an officer in Ac army P 

A. I am« 

^ Of what regiment? 

A. The ninth of Dragoons. 

^. Of what rank \ 

A. Captain of a troop in the ninth regiment of Dragooas# 

^ Do you know Mr. Tooke ? 

A. Moft Intimately. 

J^. How long have you known htm? 

A. My Uncle introduced me to him about fix years ago» who 
has likewife a great fnendfhip for him. 

j^ In confequence of that introduftion, and your Uncle's 
firiendfhip, diat intimacy grew between you ? 

A. It did« 

j^. Have pu been in die courfe of vifiting him mudi I 

A. Frequently from day to day. 

^ I take it for granted that it has happened to you, in ooiw 
fequence of that intimacy, to have had converfttioa with Mr. 
Tooke upon many different fubje£b; idiether, amoi^ odieni 
you have ever converfed with him upon political fubjeds I 

A. Certainly, it was his general theme. 
^ Are you able to inform the Gentlemen of the Jury what 
his fentiments were upon political fubjeds, as applicable to thil 
Country and its Government f 
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A. He had die ht^ieft veneration for this Government vk 
fcng, Lords^ and Commons, but he laid the HouTe of Com- 
mons wanted a reform; that there were a great number of 
BoroogMiioQgerti who ought to be made aihamed of them- 
felves i that that part of the reprcTentation ought to be reformed^ 
and diere were no other means of reforming it^ but by application 
to tbedifelves, and continual applications^ till thejr Ivere made 
afliamed, and had done it. 

^ Do fou remember any proppfition of Mr^Tooke to try 
to accompliih this purpofe, and in what way i 

A. He made a propolkl to a great number of friends, diat 
they fhould all ftand. for the difl^rent rotten boroughs, and that 
each flioiild petition againft the members who might be fup- 
pofed to have bought the original intereft of it. I propofed 
myfelf to be one, I believe Mr. Maxwell was another^ Mr. 
Walker^ df Mancbefter, another^ and I believe diere were fome 
others who were very defirous of doing it; he fiud, by this 
means only we could ever expeft a reform— 4Uid it was only by 
&di a reform that we could ever expeA any good to Ais 
Country^ 

J^. Was Mr. Home Tooke uni/orm, fteady, and firm in thofe 
prificipict \ 

A. Throughout the whole of every thing I ever heard him fay 
or do. 

j^. You never found him taking up a fentiment one day, 
and laying it down the next ? 

A. Never. 

William Tooke Harwoedj Efq. 
Crofs-examined by Mr. Attorney General 
^ I believe it appears by the Conftitutional Society's book» 
^Aat you are a member of that Society ? 
A. I am* 

^ Is not your name Willram Tooke Harwood ? 
i/ Yes. 

^ It appears by the book that you were prefent upon .the 
H^ of March, 179I. Do you recollect ceruin refolutlons 

La from 
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fr^m Sheffield, widr a refolution of the Cmftitudcmal So- 
ciety upon them, and an aflbciation erf* twdi« ttx^mbew from 
Sheffield? 

A, I thinlc I remember die alfeciation of twdve mmbtrs^ 
what the rcfelutions are, onkTs I heard them, I caiuMt tell. 

^. You figned them I bdieve as chairman? 

A, If I did I will tdl you. {Thi hnk Jbfwn U tHe witfti/s.) 
That is my writing. 

Ji^ You were prefent 1 believe Ms as the book informs ne^ 
ivluri your Society vrvotc a tetter to the Society of the Fricndft^ 
Gf the People ? 

A» I believe I wa?.. 

^. Are you a member of the Society of the Friends of the 
People? 

A. No — I am not. 

.:^. Do you recoHeft thranfwer that was lent by Lord John- 
Rufl'cl to your Societ}' ? 

A. No — I do not recoiteft what it was. 

^ You never read it perhaps ? 

A. I dare fay I did at the time, but I have forgotten ir 
again. 

j^ Do you rccollc6t an application from Norwich, wbtdl was 
read in the Conftitutional Society upoa the 4th of May, 1-792^ 
for aflbciating twelve perfons from the Norwich Society i 

A. I think I do. 

i^. You have no doubt, that application was made, and iha» 
then they were aflbciatcd t 

A. I think they were. 

^. You were prefent alfo, I believe, upon the nth of May,. 
1792, when an addrefe was relblved upon to the Jacobins \fi 
France? 

A. That I am not certain of. 

^. Your name appears here — you have heard of fuch an- 
addref^ ? 

A. I have. 

J^. Have yoa any doubt that the Society fcnt one } 

A. KeaOy 



A. Really I do not know ; I was not the iaftrunient cf ftadr 
liig one, ntr do I kiio# how it W9S xrehvey^ fo I cannot %• 

^. Nor do not know die coiUents of k f 

W^ft .No» I dp not« 

^ You know that Mr« Paine was a member of your So< 
ciety? . 

Jp He ytrdu 

^. And Mr. Barlow too ? 

jI* Ah honotnry memberi ....... 

^ Do you know of the procxjediagr. of jrouf Society abotft 
the publifhing Barlow's works, and Paine's works ? 

^. I do Qot remeinber tbfm at this moKxait, we approved. of 
part of tbeoH and part we diikpproired^ '^ 

^ What part you approved, and what part you difappfOFod^ 
I take for grafted} wiU appdar ia the Kcbimioi» of four So- 
ciety? 

^ Very probaUy. 

^ Do you recoUea that Mt. T«oke was to iead tbd Addrsft 
to tht Jaoobins at Paris i 

A. No, I do not. 

J^. Were you prefent yAea the Addrdfs of tht London Cor^ 
re^pOdding Society wat-a^tatc^ whetbir k waa a proper thing 
to be fent to the Natkxud ConvontMi of France f 

A. No, I was not prefent. 

j^. Did you know that two peribns ^ the London Cofref- 
ponding Society, Margafoty and Harify, hsui oonfulfied Mc 
Tooke about that Addrefs ? 

A% . 1 end not* 

j^ Did you know that Margardc wai an arfTociated member of 
your Sodety? 

A, I have feen him diers, and, therefore, I dare fay h^ wai, 
<^therwife I do not know that he was. 

S^ Have you (een Mr. Qeratd tiieie) 

A*, I have. 

^. Mr. Sinclair? 

A He was a member. 

jg. Mr, Martin? 

L 3 ./. He 
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A. He was t member. 

^. Were 70U diere n^ieft flit Addreft fkom your own So- 
ciety was fent to the National CooTention ? 

A. I really do not know, if you will tdl me the time, pecbaps, 
I may recoiled. 

^. The Addreis of the gtfa of November, 1792 ? 

A. I have not been in London in the mondi of Novemberi 
for the laft five or fix years, 

Si* Do you happen to know ^prtio oompofiD^ dun Addrefr of 
the 9th of November, 1792^ 

A. I do not. 

^. Were you in town in April, 1793, i^dien a letter was fent 
to Norwich, (aying, you lyere not to look to the Kix^ or ParUa^i 
ment? 

Mr. Erfitini. Iwouldnoudi radier you (houldread tfaewhob 
of the letter. 

Mr. Att$mey GemrML Were you prefent wben ft letter of the 
]6th of November, 1793, was fept to Norwich idanve to an 
Addrefs to the King, or the Parliament, or die hoUBng ft Con^ 
vention of the people ? 

^. I do remember a letter of dnt kind. 
: J^ Be ib good as to kiok at that (JbtwiMg it t$ tU wiimfs) 
and tell me if that is the draft of the letter i 

A. I dare (ay it is. 

j^. Whofe hand-writing is that draft? 
. ^. J do not kxiow, for acertainty^ whofe it is^ 

^. Whofe do you believe it to be ? 

Captain Harwood. Whether I ought to implicate any body iq 
my belief without a certainty { 

^ I alk you according to your belie£ Do you believe if 
to be the band-writing of any perfon Aat you lave ever feeii 
write ? 

Captain flarwood. Dq you mean nAether I can guefs it op 
not? 

J^. Do you believe it to be the hand^vritin^ of ^my pedbi| 
whom you have ever feen ifxite ? 

^. No* 
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J^. You do not f 

A. I cannot (Wear to tfat hand-writing at all 

i^. I am fure you do not underftand my queftion ; I do not 
afk you whedier you know, but whether you believe it is die 
hand-wridng of any perfcn that you have feen write ? 

w/. 1 can tell you it is more like one man's dian another, if 
that will anfWer your purpofe. 

J^. That won't do, my queftion is esrceeding plain.*-Doyou 
Mieve it to be ^ hand-writing of any porlbn you h^ve ieea 
Write? 

A. I diink it is Mr. Paine's. 
' J^ Have you (een Mr. Padne write? 

A. No, never-— I have feen him writing in the lame room| 
but I never looked over him while writing. 

Mr. Atfrniiy Oemral. If yen lad tdd me thatat firft I (hould 
not have prefled you— -I fee you, were prefbnt upon die |6di of 
April, 1793, you remember, perhaps,- that Mr. Froft read a 
letter which was to be fimt to die United Societies at Norwich, 
I afk you, upon your recolleftion, by whom, according to your 
knowled^, if you do know by whom was that letter to Nor* 
Wich prepared ? 

A. When that letter was received from Norwich, it was firft 
propofed duit Mr. Froft fhould anfwer it; but upon a re-con- 
fideration, as I came from Norwich, the letter was given to me 
10 anfwer ; I carried it in my pocket from one time to another, 
ind through careleflhefs I did not anfwer it; juft before die 
meedng of die Society I (ent duit letter over to Mr. Vaughan, 
ind begged him to carry it to die Society, and requefted him 
sither to anfwer it himfelf, or get fome one to anfwer it.— - 
When I came to the Society die anfwer was written, and, ] 
Relieve, it was afterwards fent 

j^. Thenpu do not know who prepared it i 

A. I do not, further dian tint it was written ni^en I came; 

LcrJ Chief Juftiti Eyre. On what day was it voted to be 
lent? 

Mr. Attorney GewraL On the I2di of April, 1793, accord* 
ing to the boolu— You have now ffaued what you did with this 

L 4 di9ft 
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draft— There is an entry in die boole» Mr. Yv\^^Vh •« •» 
of a committee, is tbfH tfaa fyp»c Mr» Vipg^ to wboqn jfou 
Ui\t the Norwicb letter ? 

4' Ye% Mr. FcliY Viwgh9p» be 4i4 not belong to the Coo- 
ftitutional iSeciety, but he icn^etimes dinod there| and wen; away 
afterwards. 

J^. Did be belong to the London Correfpondiilg Sopi^ty? 

4. That I c^nppt pdl^ ke b^onged P fiw? Society, I Re- 
lieve. He dined with ^e ConftituUenal Sopiety, bu| always 
went away before the meeting aflembled, and therefore vras gone 
£way before I went there. 

S^ Do you recollect who rpi4 the anfwer in the Society diat 
night ? 

J. No, indeed I do not-^l (vifpofq tht Secrftary^ 

^ You cannot clurge yqwK mem^ widl ^0 

J. I dare fay the 3ecretary. 

^. You do n^t iuipw whether Itf^ Ft<^ W9s \s;^k^t Aat 
night? 

^. I do not. 

^. Po you remember bei;^ prefent «bei^ the Society retUQW 
ed their thanics to Mr. Barlow, and IVIr. Froft, for their conduft 
in pefenting the A^dr^ea to the National Ccnvcntioa > 

A I remember ^t. 

^ Do ycu remember the letters which wer^ feat bj Froft 
or KarloW) ftating what they bs^i laid to die Prefidcnt^. aod wbat 
the Prefident faid to them ? 

J. I never faw them^i noyf heard the cQntC(its-r>Ae thapk^ I 
believe, I iigiicd. 

J^. You fay you feAt the Norwich letfeir to Mr« V^ughM^ 
and you fouiui an anfwer prepared.^— Where did you get tbo 
Norwich letter ? 

y/. From the Society. 

!^ What Society ? 

y/. The Conilitutional Society, in Londoo. 

J^. Do you recoil eft who gave it you ? 

A. I fuppofe the Secretaty» or I might ^g it qS the tabic* 

J2; X^ook at this letter (Jbevfin^ it to the vUKiJk) and tell 

m'<^ 
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me, upon tout recoUedioii, whether this is the letter finpm 
Norwidi I 

A. I dare lay diat k the letter, which, I remember, we faid 
was a very fooliih one. 

j^. And you gave an anfwer to it, as fucb, I prefume ? 

A. No^ I do not know any thing about diat. 

^ I onderflood you Id fiiy tiat you had come from Nor« 
wich? 

^. I did. 

j^. Had ywi *beeri with «njr of tfie Societies at Norwich 
when you was there ? 

A I never vifited the Societies. — ^I know a great many of the 
fliemibers of them* 

J^. Do you mean the Societies that had twelve members aflb--' 
ciated with the Conftitutional Sochrty ? 
' A. Yes, I knew Tome of Aem. 

J^. Was that letter put into your hands by tiie Society, vridi-' 
out any previous converiation on your part, deliring it to be 
fait? 

A It came by the poft, I fuppoie^ there is die poft mark' 
vapoaci it, I believe. 

^ When you left Norwich, did you know that it was to be 
fentf 

A No, I do not know the man that figned it 

^ Y<Hi knew nothing of, the proceedings of the Scotch 
Convention, of courfe ? 

A. Not in ^ leaft. 

^ And you were not prefent upon ^ ootb of Janvery, 
S794i ^ ^ Globe I'avern \ 

A. No. 

j^ Nor pred-ntin the Conftitutional Society upon the lytl^ 
of January? 

A Na 

J^ You were not prefekit upoo the a4di of January, in the 
Conftitutional Society ? 

A No. 

^. Nor 
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^ Nor fubfcqucnt to that time ? 

jf. No s I have not been in LandcHi for z twdre-moolit; 

IViUiam Tooke Harumiy' Bfq* 
Re-e^^amined by Mr. Tookt^ 

^ You have been aiked coQccrnuig twdi^. aftocia^cd fneaK* 
bers from ShcfEeld, and twelve aflbciated members from Nor* 
wich — You anfwered, that you remembered the aflbdatBdmem-* 
V^rs : do ygu piean by that, that you .ever Skw tpj of tfaem at 
that Society ? 

^» Never^ 

j^. To the bcft of your knowledge, did any of diofe aflbci^ 
atfd members ever attend i 

A. I believe, never any one 

j^. When you faTd you remembered dieipy you m^ant r^mem^ 
l>cf ed their names upon the bpol^ I 

Af Juft fo. 

j^. And do you believe that any thing elfe ever followed frfaa 
^efe aiTociated member^ ? 

4^ Nodiingr 

George RouSj Efy. (fwom.) 
Examined by Mr. Erjkine^ 

^ You are a member of the Society of die Friends of th^ 
People ? 

A. Yes ; and have been fo from its firft inftitutioru 

j^. Do yott remember being prefent at the Society of ^ 
Friends of the People, when a letter came to tiiem fixxn die 
London Correfponding Society, touching joining in die Con* 
mention, that they were abojut to call in die fpring of 1794? 

A. I do. 

^ Do you recoiled whether there were or were not a ceo- 
fiderable number of the Society of the Friends of the People 
prefent upon that occafion ? 

/. I think tliere was a pretty full meeUng, 
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^ Was the propriety, or impropi-iety of acoe£ng to te 
propofition t)f the Cofrefpondtng Society debated i 

A. It was. 

^. Upon what ground, and for uriiat reafons was it rejeAed, 
and the letter (ent whidi is iigned by Mr, Breton, and has been 
read in this caufe ? 

A. The reafims given, wefe an apprehenfton that a bad ufe 
would be made of the Convention; the pmpofal was declined} 
die terms of the letter I do not recolle£t ' 

j^ Though the Society of the Friends of the People rcjeded 
die |»iq)ofition So join in that Convention, yet they were ready 
to continue to co«operaSe with diem for the general objed of 
Pkrliamentary Reform \ 

jl. Undoubtedly, 

^. The propofidon ftatod by die Correfponding Society in 
dieir letter, being read in your Society, a debate upon it took 
place. What were the reafons affigned. by yourfelf, and others^ 
for not agreeing to fend a Delegate to this propofcd Conven* 
don? 

A. I remember, perfe£U]S the reafen which I affigned, and 
which produced, at the hft, a general acc|uiefcence was, that a 
bad ufe would be ma de 

• Mr. Garrow. I muft take die liberty of interrupting my 
learned friend, Mr. Rous, in this examinadon, and fubmit my 
doubts with great deference to the Court-i-^Whether this can 
poffibly be evidence, or any thing like evidence^^ or any diing 
diat borders upon the fhape of it. This is a Society of ^nditch 
die gentleman at the bar, neither is, nor ever was» as I under^t 
ftand from any ftatement, a member, confequendy he yns U3% 
prcfent at this meeting.— Mr. |(.ous is now eyaminiiig as to dM 
reafons idiidi were ftated by certain individual members of 9 
Society, calling itfelf a Society of Friends of the People^ for Jl 
letter which they wrote^ in which they fiate fudi reafons as 
Ibey thought fit to give for declining die propo&l that was mads 
to them. That letter your Lordfliips have received and, I bor 
lieve, without any objedion from this fide of the table, probably 
Vfoa the ground, that as it is an anfwer Do an aft m^ich is 

charged 
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charged againft the prilbner» it is fit to be received as part of 
the ns gefta upon die fubjed. But whatever the real reafims 
vrere, good or bad, that were aiSgned either by die learned and 
honourable gendeman under examination, or by other pcribns, 
more or lefs learned, or more or lefi loyal than he is, with great 
deference they feem to me not to be fit to be received in evi- 
dence, inaifmuch as they appear to have no appUcadon to the 
fubjcft. If this objedtion happent not to be founded, I beg 
pardon for interpofmg the dijedlion, but it doei not (eem to me 
that this has any bearing upon the queition. 

Mr. AttBmey GeneraL I muft iay a fingle word in fupport 
of this objection, becaufe when one learned lawyer it examin- 
i:ig another learned laM'}'er, with whom I have a great deal to 
do, in the courfc of my profeffion, he will pardon me for fejring 
there is no end of it — ^if after Mr. Breton has ftattd the reafons 
of the Society of the Friends of the People in a letter, which 
i^a great public document of that Society, we are to have all 
the arguments, of all the very able orators in that Society, for that 
is the effect of this examination. I have no doubt my learned 
Iriend would difcufs this very ably in that Society, though upon 
diat occafion, probably, as well as many others, he and I fliottU 
differ very widely. 

Mr. Erjkim. I ihall ftate very fliordy my anfwer to diis ob* 
jection, for the very bed reafon in the world, becaufe your 
Lordfliip feet I am not capable of going into it at Iength.*-«Tbo 
Court hat yftry properly divided this caufe into two bianchea— 
firft, whether any thing of a confpiracy of the nature diaigcd 
in this indictment exifted at all — and {econdly, whetber, if it 
exffted, it is brought home to dio prifoner. Under the firft 
branch of that evidence a grtat deal has been gone into^ whidi 
I am fure your Lordfliip wilt underftand that I am not argnng 
againft the adnullibtlity o^ in order to (hew that the Loodoa 
CorrefpondiMg Society oneanc mifchief by this propofied Ceo* 
ventiGn-»<uid in order to fliew diat diey meant mifohief by it^ 
a great deal of evidence haa been given, of v^hac was biA by 
difereni memberf. 

What I fropofed to aik Mr. Rous, was fhia~d|e propofidoa 
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was addi'^fled to the Friends of the People ; Mr. ftous hippen^ 
ed to be prefent at thtt time. Now if the Attorney General 
hmi pro¥cd that a propofinon had been made to the Friends of 
the People of a nature^ upon the fiiee of iij xnoft* undoubtedljr 
Gi'initna), any fenfe whkb the Ftiehds of the People could put 
opon that crioiinal paper, fo written to them, could not do away 
ks crfminality in anf degree. 

But as the paper is in itfclf indifferent, or if it were crimi-^ 
na), is certainly far fhort of that which brings us together in this 
place; and as its criminaKty is to depend upon the intention 
which die Jury (hall ftnd that prepofition to have been made 
with, I propofe ter aft Mr. Rous, whether any of the Society', 
to ¥rhich this paper was addreflcd, ptrt that criminal conftruc" 
tion upon it, which the Attorney General aflcs the Jury to put 
opon it. But not that alone, the Attorney General £iys that^ 
which I do' not accede to^ namely, yon have got the docwnent oC 
diis, and, therefore, that document, forfiioth, is to be evidence. 
He may call it fo ; t deny it ; I iky that a letter, iigned by Mr,' 
WIlKam Breton, a very honourable and reipedaMe man, as 
Chairman of a Commit t e e n ot a Committee known tO'the law 
rf the Country, not a Committee formed of any Court of Juf- 
•ice, or Court of Parliament, but a voluntary afiembly of pri- 
vate men-^'s by no means binding at lAl upon that Society; and 
Aat^ therefore, in order to get at the meaning of die Society o€ 
the Friends of the People, I have a right to examine every per- 
fen who was prefent. It may be fiiid, what is it to the purpofe 
what the Friends of the People thought ? Upon my word, 
that is what I with to fay ; I think it nodiing to the purpofe ; 
aind if they had told the London Correfponding Society, in that 
letter, that they thought them traitors, and^ inflead of writing a 
civil anfwer, had handed it to the Secretary of State, I (hould 
not have thought it criminated the London Correfponding So^ 
dety at all, inafinuch as the opimon of private men, upon tko 
aAs of other private men, is not evidence in any Court ; but ai( 
evidence is competent, or not^ as it is to be followed up by 
matter which touches the caufe ; and what I wished to ex^mino 
Mr. Rou% t0| is this, that the Society of the Friends of the 
3 People 
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People having put this conftniAioa upon die ivonl C§nvmim^ 
which I am putting upon it| iriiedicr be dad not iee Mr. Rjdi« 
tcr, one of the perfons now in cuftody, and whecher he had noit 
a certain convcriation with him 

Mr. Atfrmey GimrmL You cannot flate all tout evidence in 
a fpeech. 

Lord Chief Juftia Ejrg. Then jtta. ^ve up Ae prefint 
point? 

Mr. Erjkin§. No \ I don't. 

Lord Chitf Juftice Eyrt. Then you (houM not fiart another* 
At prefent we are upon die queftion, whether Mr. Rous is to 
be permitted to give the particular reafim ^diidi inlucneed Ura, 
and which, he thinks, influenced odiers to agree to dat letter 
which was fent to the Correfponding Society : that as die only 
queftion, at prcfent, under confidendoni and that is the oIh 
jedtion that has been argued. 

Mr. Erjkine. And the Only ground upon wbidi I can 7Xh» 
fwer the objeAion is this, that if diey had not read the anfwery 
which the Society of die Friends of the People lent to the Cor. 
refponding Society, it would be no evidence, nor any thing in 
the fliape of evidence; but that the letter written by Mr. Bre- 
ton, as the Chairman of the Committee of the Society of the 
Friends of the People, expreffive of dieir fentiments, makes it 
open .to us, to ihew what the rea], genuine iendments of diat 
Society were upon the occafion. 

Mr. Attorney GeneraL That is to leave to die Jury, whether 
Mr. Erflcinc or Mr. Rous made the beft fpeech. 

Mr. Erjkim. I was not there. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Ejre. It is utterly impofCble to maintaia 
diat this can be received in evidence. The only thing that can 
be made uie of to charge the prifoner, in any manner, is that 
which came to the hands of die Conftitutional Society, and 
whether that vras the fenfe of this meeting, or tivas not the fenle 
of this meeting, is nodiing to the purpofe; the Conftitutional 
Society did receive fuch a letter from the Friends of the People^ 
that letter muft fpcak for itfelf. 

fdr. Erskine. That is not the letter I am fpeaking of j it is 

the 
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Oe teter die drri{|^«*A'N!f Society wrote to Ht Frieii^ of the 
People, and Ae inAvtr of die Friends of die People to the 
\j§rT9ff9Mittg SooetJTs 

lArd CbUf Jnfiki Byre. It is the anfwer, and die gnmndi 
upon which dnt anfivcr was fent» that we are now debadng } 
whether odier grounds^ diflFerent from what appears in die an- 
fwer idelf^ are to be reoeiveil in evidenoe. 

Mr. Erfltim. No^ diey are riot different. 

Mr. JiHmey GeneraL Mr« Erildne muft fte, I anv fure^ 
dial if he ia at liberty ca give in evidence what Mr. Rous fidd^ 
I may be at liberty to give in evidence iriiat every other gender 
BMR fidd in diat tavern upon diat day* 

L$rd CbUf ymfiice Eyre, I have rukd it* 

Mr. Erjkine. Then I fubmit to yo«r Lordfhip wfaedier I am. 
M liberty to aflt Mr. Rous if any diing^ and what^ pafled be^ 
tween him and Mr. Richter, a priibner now in Newgate^ upon 
the fubjea of diis Convention ? 

Mr. Gemrew. To that we (hall objeA, as we have not givea 
any evidence of Riditer's dedaradons. To aik what Mr. 
itous fiid to Mr. Richter, or Mr. Richter (aid to Mr. Rous, I 
fidimit is aa little evidence as that which your Lordfliip has 
aided not to be within a hundred miles of die (hape of it. 

Mr. Erfltiue. Certainly no declarations of Riditer have been 
offind in evidence; but decUradons of any perfbn implicated in 
dus, which is fubndtted to die Jury as a confpiracy, have been 
given in evidence; and tfab is fidmiitted to rebut the inference / 

arifing finom it. 

Lmrd Chief Jnfiice Eyre. The gendemen will have die good- 
tic& to recoUeA the dedaradon I fet out with in giving the 
rule in the morning— diat die principle was, that dedaiadons 
i^;ainft a man't fdf are to be received ; becaufe ao man is pre- 
fiuned to fiiy any dung that would make againft himfel^ for any 
odier reafim than becaufe it is true ; and that declaratioos for a 
man's fidf are not to be received, becaufe there the contrary pre- 
fumprion takes place : and this is fo univerially known in prac* 
Cicci that I diink it cannot foirly be debated* . . 

4 Mr^ 
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i^. It kiot te degrae of Mafter of Arts fucfa an om ai 
tvottU be given to my creature that could anfwer two radooal 
i|Ucnioiis r 

Lird Chief Jnftia Eyn. For the honour of the Univerfity 
you win not purfue dat^ Mr. Tooka 

Mr Te§ie. I beg your Lordflup^s pardon^-^It is of feme cen- 
lequence to me, and does not zStSt the honour of the Univer- 
/ity; if it did, I am too faithful a fon of the Univeriity to put 
fuch a queftion; for I mean no joke upon that Univeriity. 
^ L$rd Chief Juftice Eyre. It is not put in terms that are 
quite fi> meafuiM as you would upon confideration put it in. 

Ai^. lh$ie. |t means no refledion, and is important for me. 
Your LordfhtD muft perceive it is fomething extraordinary tiiat 
that which is given to every body for nothing was refiifed to me, 
and never refufed to any body elfek 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. Certaiidy; I obje£l>bnly to the 
phrafe^ 

Mr. Tooke. Does your Lordfhip diink that the oppofition to 
Aat degree, which is fo eafily given to every body, prooeeded 
eidier from any immorality in my condud, want of charaflrr, 
or want of common underftanding and abilities ? 

A. I underftood it to originate entirely from feme letters 
printed in the public papers, (aid to be written by you to Mr. 
Wilkes, and publiflied by him as fuch. 

J^ Does your Lordfhip recoiled^ that Lord Montfgirt took 
a very a^ve part in oppoUtion to my degree f 
^. Idb. / 

^ Does your Lordfhip recolle£l that, in confequence of that 
oppofition, very minute and very 9ii\Si enquiry was made into 
all the books of the Univerfity at hurge, and of your College in 
{articular, to find out fomediing to by to my charge ? 

A. I certainly have an imperfect recolleSion of enquiries of 
Aat kind being made; how flriift they were I cannot fiiy 
WW. 

j^. Does your Lordfhip recoiled dmt they produced. the 
Snallefl cenfurc of any kind to be laid to my charge? ' 
A. I do not rccolle<^ any, and believe diere was none* 
• Vol, IL M ^ Does 



^ Doc^ your LoTvIihip believe, from my cxmr&oflife^k- 
ing iny ilay at that uoivorficy^. that any poffible. charge coMut 
laid to mc, with icfpcQ, to my nnorality, knowledge^ ^bcch^ 
«jnic'tncis or tlic rcipectabilitjp of my behaviour and condiicL 

yf. I ccitaii^ly thoup;ht} at the time, that noiiich Qb|cclion vs 
j^ottght to giving yuu }'our degree^ as I could ascede tt^ ad 
HAcrci'orc I gavs my vote tor ]four having the degree^andfifportc^ 
it as much m I could*- 

.^>; Youc Locdfiup wa« at ehartimc^ I believe;,. TMirf Str 
John's uid Orator of the Vniverdty I 

A. No^ noc at that time,. I believe— ^s^ I bdicve pu arr 
xi^ht; I was puUic Orator of the Univerfity^ and I «> Tutor 
o4 St. John's. 

^. If yoiir Lordfbip fccoltccts,. you- gave a £iiner in dnt 
fooin where wc have ia often dincd|. when ftudents? 
-/. Yes, itwas in the year 1771 or 1772, I think. 
^>. ^Vhethcr it is not your LorJfhip's opinion, and vkAef 
yt)u have- not frequently cxprcflcd it to many perlbns> tliiLite- 
ever was my way of thin)cing> it had been the iame frottAr 
time you firft knew mc, up to this time \ \ meaiv dwfe of af 
political fcntimcjits that are known ? 

/L . I certainly have never known you vary in joar poEdcd 
ientimcnts,. in my hearing. 

:^ Have we talked freely and fiuniliarly together^ ofiei^. ivA 
general, fubjccls? 
J. Undoubtedly.. 

i^. Did your Lordiliip ever collect, from any converfoiflDof 
mine,, that I was di(afFc£ted to any cftabltfliment, civil, relig^ 
political^ or, in. fhort, to any cltablifUment in this Country i 
jf. No, I did not. 

J^. Fronv your Lordlhip'^ knowledge of me,, vdiat muft b»^ 
been the general courfe of my lilir ^ muft I have been very dfi^ 
pated, or tolerably ftudious ? 

y/. I am inclined to think it has been ftudious. 

^ At much as moft mea t 

A. I believe very ftudious. 

^ A'litdc more than moft mea? 



( 1*3 ) 

A. M(M:duuiioaiifJ[ien, oamxHy* 
' '1^. Has ]wir Lbfiiflttp ever aSifted me whk books, from tibe 
tinfaroifitf flf Cwatbtiigt t 

A. Ithudclhiarei 

j^ Did your LonlQlip difcover for me fome books no where 
die to be found) dnt were in die Bodleian Library at Oxford, 
DifTabel, and Campindla? 

A. Yes. 
^ d^. Did ^our LordQrip fixppoie d»t t was more employed in 
lepoiing the King, and overtumiog the Aarte, or io hunting out 
br new words and new meanings? Which does your Lordfhip 
Unk moft occupied my attention ? 

A* I knew you .was very much employed in the latter; I ncvef 
Id know, and I hope you never have been employed in the 
uriner* 

J^. And did you believe that I was ? 
" A* I have no reafon to believe it, from any Aing I have heard 
0o (ay^ or any diing I knew you da 

• Mr^ Attorney GeneraL Do you know any thing of the pro- 
Ctedlngs of die Conftitutiooal, or the London Correfponding 
locieties, for the laft diree years ? 

A. Nothing at alK 

Mr* Tooke. Is not diat queftion almoft as bad as my fpeak- 
ig of the mafter's degree? And now we are even, becaufe it 
nuft be as great a difgrace to the Bifbop to talk to him about 
be Conftitutional Society, and the Correfponding Society, as 
Vf fpeaking lightly of the qualification for a mailer's degree. 

Mr. Attorney GeneraL I will not let this pais without rebuke 
nom your Lordibip, if I am wrong, and widiout informing 
lis Court, that it is not to part upon this occaiion with a 
lugh. 

Lord Chief Jufliei Byre* It is impoffible for me to£iythat 
he queilion was irregular ; and there was nothing in the terms 
t it that conveyed that kind of obje&ion which I ielt to ti^ 
Aer queilion ; at the iame time, undoubtedly, it is very evident, 
bt die Biihop of Glouceiler could not poffibly know any thing 
if diefe Societies. 
•- M2 Mr. 
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SESSION HOUSE IN THE OLD BAILEY, 
FrUof^ Nwimkir the %ift. 

PRESENT, 

Lord Chief Juftice EYRf!; 

■ Lord Chief' Baron BIACDONALD; 

Mr. Baron HOTHAM5 

Mr. juftice GROSE; 

Mr. Juftice LAWRENCE; 

And others, his Majefty's Juftices, &c« 

J§bn Home Ttoiefit to the bar. 

lAfi Chief Juftice Eyre. In opening the cafe on the part of 
; prifoner, a great deal of ftrefs has been laid upon the ac- 
ittal of Hardy. You know extremely well that properly no 
ndon ought to have been made of the acquittal of Hardy, 
r any obfervation made upon it, unleis the acquittal of Hardy 
dd be produced in evidence. You have not hitherto offered 
produce it in evidence, and you are now, as it feems to me, 
ng upon the fumming up of the evidence, widiout pro- 
ing it in evidence. As a diing opened and obferved upon, 
ught regularly to have been followed up by being offered in 
fence; if it is not, it cannot be made evidence, and if it is 
offered in evidence, then nodiing ought to have been laid 
t originally, and nothii^ ought now to be fiud of it in the 
mitng up. 

\fr. Erjkim. When a Counfel opens the cafe of a defendant^ 
)rironer, it is impoffible for him to know what judgment die 
lut will pronounce upon any evidence he may afterwards 
r, and therefore it is competent to the Counsel to propofe to 
t any evidence which appears to him to be material for his 
nt, and appears to him alfo to be competent, becaufe it is 
loffible for a Counfd to anticipate what the judgmoit of 
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the Court will be upon die rehTancy or adnuEbHity of any part 
of the proof. We conceived the thing to be lb very notoriouSi 
having pafled before yoar L(>rd(Uip» and in Ais Court, and our 
client, (ati$(ied he had laid before the Jury fiifficient to maintain 
his innocence, did clcife his eridtiKt; Undoubtedly it was our 
intention to produce the record of that acquittd, and we will 
produce it if your Lordfhip thinks ft lulmiffible. If your Lord- 
fliip thinks it not adoouffible we cannot. I. do not mean to 
argue the admiffibility of it; however, I afliire die Court I con- 
fidered it fo when I opened the defence. 

Mr. Gibbs. We ofier it as proof diat one of thefe perfons, 
indicted upon this record, has not been guilty of the confpiracy. 
The charge againft Mr. Tooke is that he confpired with certain 
others. We have not got the record drawn up. 

Lord Chief Jujlict Eyre. Drawn up J — ^I do not ap]xebcnd 
you need be under any difficulty about diat, becaufe I think 
the courfe in this Court is to read the minutes. Is not that b 
Mr.Shelton? 

Mr. Shelton. Yes. 

Mr. Gibbs. The ground upon which we fiiknit it iaevidenOFi 
and we (hould have ofiercd it before, is that Mr. Tooke is in- 
di£led for confpiring with certain other perfons, of whom Hndy 
is one; by this we offer to ihew that Hardy has not been guSty 
of that confpiracy, and that that part of the charge againft Mr. 
Tooke has not been proved. 

Mr. Teoki. I am bound to (ay joft one word fa juftifyiaj 
Counfel, whom I have brought into this fituation, by dofiflg 
my evidence without confuldng widi diem, and to excufe myletf 
for having fo done. Your Lordihip cannot but rccoUcd the 
nature of the crofs-examination of one or two of the laft wk- 
nefles, and I was very anxious, for that reafon, to cut (hortinj 
evidence at once. I have left out a great deal ti evidence upon 
a great many points that I Ibould have odierwiTe produoedL 
Mr. Attorney General afked the witnefies to fiiAs whkh dief 
knew nothing of, and which he was aware they knew nodung 
of, for when they (aid fo, Mr. Attorney General always &id be 
diought fo. Perceiving that it would be impo(fible I tbianA 

ever 
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smd I beg pardonaf in^Coanfetaact the Court, if I have brought 
d)ein.iato * fituaDon wbtdk I iWiM^aot have done. 

Air. Jumuy GinmU. iNoCwid^bndiaAg Mr. Tdoke busdolel 
ik oritoKse too <ailjs he has lajF cfttikm^ ii& Ar >ts^ <hat wiB 
So^ to oflSer .any tMag be pleafes in eyidem^. ' ' Widi rerpedl to 
Aia erkkjlce' of dM_ acqwilal ef Hardf , I haM nb •bjeftion im 
ihe wodd to that— J leaye k to the Court. - : •• 

LniCbiifJ^^ Eyrt. Yo« dd figl*«lh i^ isi^a^*an]r 
cbjedioB, the growid of the Court is -fome^hit ailRi^t h\ki 
that irfiicfa has ^n ftated at the Bar. The acquittal of HaiK^ 
has been fpoicen of in a general way, and may be, and pro»- 
bably would^ by thcfe nrho do not difcriminate accurately, be 
carried much ilsrther ihan. it ought to be carried in point of 
f fFed, and ithat ie ahrqis ilie eociiequeace 4d lalkrsg of xnatters 
iivhich are not in evidence, becaufe till they are in evidence, the 
Court can take no notice of xhem, and the Court cannot pro- 
perly point out to the Jury to what purpofe iuch an acquittal 
may be applied as evidence, and to what purpofcs it ought not 
to be applied. The Court muft lay, if \i were not in evidence, 
however utterly imp(^ble it may be for any fet of men perfectly 
<o attend to it, the Court ought to iay^ that the Jury fhould not 
even know that Hardy had heen acquitted; that diey Ihould 
lay the whole fubjed ^mtirely out of (heir confideration, which 
is perhaps afking men jto do more than men could do, and 
A^refore it is much belter that it (bbuld be regularly in evidence^ 
and that its true bearing ihould be feen* 

Now the point to which it ieems jto me it may properly be 
evidence, and to tha^ ppint only, is a$ ^r as the acquittal of 
Hardy will go, to conuadi£l the evidence that goe$ to fix upon 
Hardy» particularly, tibe being a party in diis confpiracy. There 
|S a great deal gf evidei>ce thit goes to that| which has been 
made itfe of, and which has an application beyon^l Hardy, 
(>Ht as ^ as it direSly points to Hardy, to be fure it is, as 
it feems to me, an anfwer to that evidence, that Hardy {|an4$ 
]K:quitted, and it is for diat purpofe, and in order tha( the true 
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bciriAg of it nuy bt {ceo» duC I hirt put yni in nund that tbo 
evidence ibouU be offered, aadif admiiSibk, fhoiiUbe admitied, 
in order that it maybe exafiUy feen how £tf it really does apfdyi 
and Mr. Attorney General has, with diat candour which has 
diftinguifhed his condii^l diroughout the whole of die pruoeedings, 
fiated, that be does not objed to the evidence being offered. I 
think it is convenient fiv the purpofes of jufticc that it Ihould 
he offered. 

Mr. GMs. It will th«n be in evideiice, diat Mr. Hardy has 
been indited for the i^oic conTpiracy, an4 acquitted. 

The minutes of the acquittal of Thomas Jffardj vnre riod if 
Mr. Shebon. 



THE END OF THE EVIDENCE, 
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MR. GIBBS. 

GintlemiM •f ihg Jury^ 

It now becomes my duty to obferve to' you, upon the cafe that 
is fuppofed by the gentlemen, who condud this profecution, to 
have been made againft Mr. Tooke, and in order to render that 
cafe^ and tboTe obfe ryatl ons, which I Ihall make upon it, moft 
inteHigible, I riiink the better way wiH be for me, in the firft 
places to ftate to you what I conceive the hw to be, as applicable 
to die faAs charged upon A4r. Tookc, and then what thofe fa£b 
are, and how that law applies to it. 

Gentlemen, with refped to Ae crime charged upon Mr,' 
Tooke, you can no where find it better than by looking ipto 
the authority of the Court, before which this indifiment was 
found, and obferving to what crimes its jurifdifUon extends. 
This you will find defcribed in what is caUed the caption of the 
indi£hnent, which I have in my hand — ^by that caption, as ex- 
traded finom die commiffion under which the Court fat, it appears 
diat the Juftices before whom this indi£hnent was found, had 
audiority to enquire of High Treafons, in compailing or ima- 
gining the death of our Lord the King — that is the only part of 
their jurifilifiion which can apply to the prefent cafe; ahd^ 
therefore, I am juftified firom that alone in laying, that the only 
queftion for your confideradon, at lead one queftion, without 
finding which in die affimadve, you cannot convid the gendc- 
man who ftands at your bar, is, whether he has compaifed the 
King's death-^p^hat is die only Treafon as applicable to this 
cafe, ftated in die commiffion under which the indiflment was 
found; and diough the gendeman at die bar had been guilty of 
twenty other afts of Treafon, wherever he might be anfwerable 
for them, he would not be anfwerable in this Court. 

Another place, Gendemen, in which we may feek the crime 
imputed to the prifoner, is the indiAment itfdf. That indi fo- 
ment charges, in the firft place, the Treafon — and in the next 
place, it charges the OTert*a£te| by ^'ch it is infilled, that thr^ 
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Treaibn is proved. The Treaiba darged againft die priConer 
in that part of the indidment iriiich muft, as it does, contaia 
the crime imputed to him h^ that he has compofied to briif our 
Lord the King to death; aod dus is the only material charge in 
that part of the inditSment, for I am fure diac die Coiut will 
go akng with me vibea I laj, diat if everj thing elfe had been 
omitted from diat part of the indi3meni» and nothing had been 
fiated, but that the piitoaer comp^Ecd the King's deadii fbe 
iiididment would be good* — ^If every diiog d£e had been left in 
the indictment, and that part of it which charges, that he had 
compailed the King's death had been omitted, the indi<3ment 
would have been bad ; dierefore it fbUows as an irrefiftaUe con* 
clufion, chat the only material charge in this indichnent, againil: 
Mr. Tooke is, that he has compaficd the King's deadL^-But 
the indichnent muft go further, it mull charge ovcrt-a^ bf 
which he has endeavoured to bring about this defign, concdvad 
by him, to put the King to death.-^-It does charge fcveral overt- 
acts which it is not neccflary for m£ to ftate to you particu- 
larly I but dms much I vrill obfcr^-e, that in the introductioa of 
every overt-act, the indictment ftates, as it muft fiat^ and it 
would be bad if it did not, that " to fulfil, perfect, ind bciiig to 
*^ effect the Trcafon before mendoned ;" that is the coapaSog 
die King's death, Mr. Tooke committed die acts charged 
againil him : if the indictment had not ftated that thefe acts 
were conomitted for the purpofe of bringing about die King's 
dead], the indictment would be baxU-4t follows of courfe, dieicr 
fore, diat you have to try, not only the exiflence of thofe acts 
that are ftated as overt acts, but likewife there tendency; 
whedier they were committed in profccution of that farmedy 
imputed Treafon, the compafBng the King's death. 

Gendemen, the acts themfelves charged againft the prtfimer, 
3re chiefly, that he agreed with others that a Convention of die 
people fhould be held in this Country t which Conventicm, when 
drawn together, was to act againft the Government of the 
Country, and to depofe the King — there are other counts 
ftadng a general con^uracy to overturn the Grovernment, and 
to depoic die King. I fri^ dictc^bre, die (urn of the charge 
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2fjMxA the priibnir to be this— -that he has compafledcfae Kmg*t 
death, and ia order to effieft that purpoie, has done certain odier 
things with a view firft to depode the King, and by means of 
that depoHtion of the King, ultimately to produce his deaths 
This is the Treafim ftated upon the indidment, and the only 
Treaiba as applicable to a cafe of this ibrt which could be ftated 
fbere* 

I have hitherto infifted, from die authority given to the Court 
befoie which diis indi&nent was found, and from die charge 
in the indidment itfelf, that the £i£te for you to try are-« 
iriiether die piifoner compafied the Kill's deaths fecondly^ 
whether he conunitted diofc a^ that are charged upon him in 
llse indidment; and thirdly, whether he committed them in 
profecution of this dcfign. I proceed now to the fiatute upoa 
which alone this indidment could be framed, the ftatute of 25 
Edward the Third, pafled in what my Lord Coke calls a bieiled 
Parliament, becaufe it fecured the fubjeA from thofe charges o£ 
conftrutSlive, obfcure, and undefined Treafon, to which he wa& 
before expofed, and laid down a certain and unerring patk by 
which he might in future dired his condud, and following 
which he was fure of not being intrapped by that which I am 
forry to (ay in thofe early times, was a State engine of perfecu* 
tion — an indictment for High Treafon. 

. With this view the ftatute of 25 Edward the Third was 
pa&d It begins with reciting the mifchiefs I have ftntcd; it 
lecites that divers opinions had been before that time enter- 
tained in what cafe Treafon fhall be (aid, and in what not; and, 
dierefore, the King, at the requcft of the Lords and Commons^ 
makes a declaration in the mamier as hereafter followeth. Then 
the ftatute goes on (I need not ftate the whole of it) to fay 
what (hall be Treafon as attaching to the King's perfon— 
* That is to fey, when a man dodi compafs or imagine the 
^ death of our Lord the King, or our I«ady his Queen, or of 
^ their eldeft fon and heir, and thereof be provably attainted oT 
** opjn deed by the people of their condition." Now, Gecv- 
tlemen, you will obferve diat before this ftatute was paifed, 
Treafon was a crime undefined b^ the ftatute law^ when a man 
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Tras in^iScd for High Trcafon, and a Jury impinndled to try 
him on that charge, they knew not, until it wis cvrplained to 
them from tSie Bench, of what High Trcafon confifted; Acy 
muft, therefore, learn from^the Court what was the crime imputed 
to the prifoner ; but, after that ftatute, this ceafea to be die cafe^ 
they learn nowfrom a higher authority what High Treaibn is ; by 
this ftatute every branch of High Trcafon is fpecifically pointed 
out to them ; that, therefore, wliich before waft a matter of law 
in the bread of the Judges, becomes by virtue of this ftatutei 
a matter of fad in the breaft of the Jury, and the ftatute 
points out to them what fads fhall conftitute Hig^ Treafim. 

But, Gentlemen, the makers of this ftatute were aware how 
difficult it was to guard the fubjed againft unjuft profecutlons 
for Treafon — one might have thought that having pointed out 
what fhould be the offence, if it had not been a very, very crying 
oppreflion indeed, one might have thought that die makers tf 
the ftatute would have fuppofed that fufficient for the fecurity 
of the fubjcft ; but they have not done fo, Aey knew nrfiat in 
engine of oppreffion profecutions for High Treafon" were made, 
^nd, therefore, in their folicitude for the fecunty of the fubje^ 
in the anxiety that he fhould not in future be expofed to v^gpe, 
looTc charges of Treafon ; the ftatute goes on exprefsly to pro- 
hibit the confidcring any thing %s Treafon, except what is con^ 
tained in this ftatute, the words to which I allude are thefe ■ 
^ And it is to be underftood, that in the cafes above reheariod d»l 
«* ought to be judged Treafon, which extends to our Lord the 
« King, and his Royal Majefty, &c. and becaufe that muiy 
" other like cafes of Trcafon may happen in time to comei 
*< which a man cannot diink nor declare at this prefent time, 
" it is recorded that if any other cafe, fuppofed Treafon, which 
•* is not above fpecified doth happen before any Juftices, the 
« Juftices fliall tarry without any going to judgment of the 
^ IVcafon till the caufe be ftiewed and declared before the King^ 
** and his Parliament, whether it ought to be judged I'reafoni 
" or other felgny.** 

You fee here is an exprefi prohibition to the Courts, from 

a fufpicion entertained at that time that future Courts might aft 
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9tt pnice£iig Courts &ad done. Here is an estprefs prohi* 
bition to them to go oiit of the words of the ftatute, and 
to adjudge any thing to be Treafon, that is not above fpe- 
cified. 

Now we have got Aree fteps« We have got the csommiffion 
under iriiid] the Gwrt fits ; we have got the charge againft the 
priibner, as contained in the indiAoient, and we have got 
the ftatute itfelf under which that commiffion liTued, and apon 
the authority of which this indi&ment is drawn. 

The next diing we have to go to, is the opinion of learned 
men of the profeffion of the law who have conftnied this 
ftatute. We know of none more karned than my Lord Coke; 
be has ahvays been called, as my learned friend, Mr. Erflune, 
iaid in his opening, ^ The Oracle of the Law." Let us Cce 
what he lays down as the rules by which this ftatute (bould be 
conftnied. My Lord Coke's third inftitute is a comment 
upon this ftatute, and in commenting upon the words— ^ If a 
* man fliall con^afs or imagine the d^th of the King" he {a}'s, 
^ And if it be not within the words of this a£l, then by force 
<* of a daufe hereafter mentioned it cannot be adjudged Treafon 
^ «ntil it be declared Txseafon by Parliament, which is the remedy 
«indiatcale." 

I told you, Gentlemen> that, it had been forefecn by the 
Lqgiflature, Aat as Judges who had fat before the making of 
Aat ftatute, had conftnied that to be Treafon which was not 
top b thole who followed might endeavour to do the (ame 
thing. In truth, Gemkmenf notwithftanding what I have ftated 
to you of the expre& defiuoition of Treafon in that ftatute; 
notwithftanding what I have ftated to you of the prohibition 
to Judges to hold any diing to be Treafon that is not there 
(Specified, the Cune conduft was purfued by Judges after that 
time, and it was neceiTary to paft another ftatute, for the pur- 
pofe of bringing back the hw to the rule laid down by the 
ftatute of 25 Edward III., and accordingly there was 
fM^ed, in the iirft year of Queen Mary, another ad, ilating 
that Aefe grievances had exifted, and exprefsly prohibiting that 
cxtcnfion of .amhority again in the Judges, and enafting. that 
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Treaibn, which Trcafon is comparing the Kiog^fl death, tti 
goes on — ^^ I'hat he did conljpire to raile an infiirTecdon, and 
^ to cauTe a rifiiig of |he people, to make, as it; me^ a icbellic« 
«< within the nation, and to furprize the King's guards, -wfaid^ 
^ iay they, can have no odier ^ but to feiae and dcftrojr the 
^ King,'' evidently (hewing dbat if they did not think that was 
the end, it was not High Treafon* And he adds—* And it is 
^ a great evidence j". and I diink it was. a great evidenoe-*' 
'^ It is a great evidence, if my Lord RiifTel did deiign to feizc 
^ the King's guards, and make an infurrection in the kingdom, 
^ of a deiign to furprife the King's peHon^" but it is only an evir 
dcnce. Lord Chief Juftice Pemberton puts it as an evidence 
to the Jury of his entertaining in his heart a defign to bnng 
the King to death ; and if he had not that defign, it evidently 
appears frcxn the manner in which he puts this cafe^ that in his 
judgment it was not High Treaibn. 

^ Upon the whole," he tells the Jury, ^ this matter is kft 
^ to you, if you believe the prifoner at the bar to have coor 
*^ {plrcd the death of the King, and in order to that to have had 
^ thefe confults that the witneiles fpeak of, then you muft find 
'^ him guilty of this Treaibn that is laid to his charge." So I fry 
with refpe£l to the gentleman that now ftands at your bar, in the 
words of that venerable and learned Judge, my Lord Chief Juftice 
Pemberton; if you fliould believe, upon the evidence produced 
to you, that the prifoner at the bar did. confpire the death af 
the King, and in order to do that, in order to bring about die 
death of the King, that he had thefe confults that the witneffiss 
have fpoken to; then I lay that you ought to find him guilty} 
I, his Counfel, fity fo; but I lay likewift^ armed with more than 
the authority of a Counfel, armed- with the authority of a 
Judges becaufe I fpeak out of the moudi of a Judge, that if 
you do not find that he confpired the death of the King; if yos 
do not find that in order to bring about that defign to kill the 
King he held thefe confults which 9re proved in this cafe, thca 
you muft acquit him of this charge, and I fay this, as I laid ' 
to you before, not with the authority of an Advocate, but 
with the authority of » Judge, becaufe.I repeat U> you ibe 
. . words 
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words of a moft learned and refpedlable Judge, in a fimilaur 
cafe. 

Gentlemen, (o appears to me to be the law, under which dl& 
prifoner, at your bar, ftands upon his trial : it will not be ne- 
ceflary for mc to difirub that nice point, whether, if you ihall 
believe him to have been guilty of a confpiracy to depofe the 
King, it follows, as a matter of law, not of fa£t, that he is 
guilty of compaffing the King*s death ; bccaufe I defy any Jury, 
upon the evidence that has been produced, to find the gentleman 
at the bar guilty of confpiring to depofe the King ; but thus 
much 1 mull fay, that when that point is brought, if ever it 
tiuU be brought, before the Court, I do verily think, if there 
are decifions, which I do not know that there arc, but if there 
are decifions which ftate it, as a condufion of law, to be drawn 
by the Court, not an inference of fad for the Jury, that a con« 
(piracy to depofe the King involves in it a compafling his deadi, 
the Court will then have to decide between the authority of 
thofe decifions and of the ftatute itfelf ; for I think it impoflible to 
fiipport thofe decifions by the fbtutr* 

My apprehenfion of the law upon the fubje<£l, I make no 
(cruple to flate it precifcly, is this ; that there are three things 
for the Jury, and one for the Court. The firfl queflion for the 
Jury is, as I apprehend the law, whether tiie prifoner compafTed 
the King's death. I'he fecond is, whether, in point of fa£fc, he 
committed the overt-adls that are laid in the indidhnent. The 
third is, whether thefe overt-a£b had a tendency to the bringing 
about that Treafon, which mufl be firft charged, the compaf- 
fing the King's death. Thefe appear to me to be the three 
confidcrations for the Jury, in all cafes of this fort. There is a 
confideration for the Court Itkewife : whether the overt«a<S, that 
is flated in the inci£imcnt as committed by the prifoner, with a 
view to bring about the death of the King, be fuch an overt- 
act as fatisfies the ftatute ; but after the flatute has, in point of 
£id, defined and flated what fhall be Treafon, and that diere 
mufl be an overt-ad committed^ in profecution of the Treafon 
imputed to the prifoner j that fecms to me to be the only thing 
which AS left for the Court. 
Vol. II. N Having 
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Having dwelt much longer than I Intended upon this psnt of 
the cafC) and difpofed of the law which arifes out of it, I coine 
now to the i2&, 

. Gentlemen, the charge agsunft the priibner, upon the ihdift^ 
ment, is, that he compafled the King's death i that he agreed 
that a Convention (houM be held, for the purpofe of overturning 
the Government, and depofing the King, in order to efFeft that 
purpofe of his againft the Kfe of the King ; and I dohikniean 
to conceal that there are other counts in the indiSment, im- 
puting to him a dcfign of accomplifliing the £une end, not 
through the medium of a Convention, but hy means of i ge- 
neral conTpirauy* Thefe arc the charges in the indifiment. 

The Solicitor General, in opening this cafe to you, ftates^ 
in terms what he attributes to the pri(bner, and I am willing ti> 
meet him upon the charge as he ftates ir, he lays — ^ I attribute 
^ to the prifoncr a confpiracy to depole die King,, and t9 dv 
" this by his own force, or by the force of thofc employed by 
•* him." Then hying indi£hnent, and ftatute, and every thing 
elfe out of the cafe, the avowed charge againft the pri&ner is, 
that he confpired to depofe the King, and Aat he liica^ to do 
this either by his own force, or by the force of thdfe who might 
be under his controul, and whom he might direct^ ; thu is the 
objcfl imputed to the prifoncr by thofe wlio condtift th1spro(e(u* 
tion. Wc, on the other hiuid, fiiy, that this never emered" into the 
mind either of the prifoncr at ihc bar, or of any of thofe who t\a 
had any communication with him: we (ay that he had an objeft 
which he proclaimed to the world, which he communicated til 
his friends^ whom in the hours of confidence he converfcd with, 
and which, through the whole courfc of his lifi^he has uni^ 
formly and lleadily purfued ; that objeft we lay was a Parliament 
ury Reform, and that a Parliamentary Reform was hiis real ob- 
ject, after the evidence that has been given in this cafe, it is im- 
poflihle for any rational being, for a moment, to doiibt. 

The queftioii is, whether Mr. Tooke has cohfpiiiJd to A> 
■pofc the King by force, to be ufcd by himfel^ or by bdiersj^wflb 
"were to be under his controul. The primary inftrMiehf flVted 
iipon this iiidiftmcnt, and which they endeavoured to pfoVc'Wt 
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)k meaht to ufefor that purpofe, was this Cdnventioil ; the4'e- 
Iblving, widi others, to call this Convention^ is ftated as an 
bvert-ad committed by him, in the profecution of his primary 
defign, to depofe the Kang^ and, bis ultimate defign, to brio^ 
faun to icaxhh 

No9Hr,.GentIemen) let us exaihine, in .the firft place, the na- 
l;ure of this, m^htch is coolidered as the ov<ert^a£l, out of whic^ 
jand o^her fads ftated ^ the cafe, you are tP conneA this dc-- 
^n of Mr. Tooke to depofe the King, probably to fet bimfelf 
ill bis places and likewife to do. this by forcew It is proved tp 
you that, on the 28ch of March, a letter was received by die 
ConftitUtional Society, of wljiith Mr. Tooke was certainly it 
IDca^ber^ frpm the London Correfppnding Society, propofing to 
^K.Ccnftitutional Society that they (hould concur widi them in 
MFtain pbjeAs» Now let .us fee .what thefe objeds wereirr* 
If Whedier you Concur with us in ieeing the neceffity of a fpeedy 
^l.Conv^tion, for the purpofe of obtaining, in a conftitutional 
^ and legal method, a redrefs of thofe grievances under whi(;h 
^1 w^ at prefent, labour i and which can only be effedually re* 
*^, QiQvi^ by a full ^and £iir reprefentation of the people of Qreaf* 
^ -BriQttn ;'' apd then there were certain refolutions added to 
lliaa Ictpai*'^ That e^ual laws can never be expe&ed but by a 
^ full ftnd £ur. rqureif^ntatipn of the people ; to obtain viffaich, in 
»* :tbe w^y ppiotfd put by the Conftitution, has been, and is, the 
^..-iole objedi of this Socipty;*' .axid ^ that a Convention of the 
* People by Delegates^ deputed for that purpofe, from the dif- 
^ ibfeent Societies of the Friep4s of Freedom, aiTembled in the 
^ various parts of this option,; fh ill be qdled.'' 

.The Coniftitutioiial Sodejiy agree that it is fit to fend an an- 
lircr to 4his letter, which propotbs to them purfuing a certain 
gjon not ia it^lf ^nlawful unquei^ionibly,: ^ a Reform in I^ar- 
^ liaof^nt by legal and conftitutional means.^ I hope there ^8 
iMiiiiig ctiqiiiial in that ; certainly there is nothing of High 
rKlSafon ^ .but then here is a (ad confpiracy breaking out — tfafy 
iitfift to oMifer-i-they are to confer- by a Coounittee, and that 
jBWMniUee. is io be cqqipoied of Delegates. On the 4th of 
^Ipril Acr^ is.a.letiej' ^^^mttie Cqn^mjttee^of the L(X|don Cor- 
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refponding Society, acquainting this Society that they had ap 
poinfed five pcrfoii«, who were ta meet- odiers, whom they 
hoped the Conftitutional Society wouM appoint; and the CorN 
ftitutional Society arc to appoint a Committee of Conference 
with them, and then a great deal is to be prefimicd from the 
circumftance of this Commrttee meeting, and not the whole So- 
ciety; but whnt would not be milawfiil for the whole Sociefy ID 
dd, would not be nnlawfiil for a certain nomber of AoSs per- 
fons to dg . there is no more criminality in doing a thing by de- 
putation, than doing it in their own prc^r pericns. So far 
there is nothing criminal. But the aAs of thefe men, whentfaey 
meet, are monihous and atrocious; there comes the orert-aft 
(>{ Treafon ; there is the Treafon hfelf ; there w that which 
(hews clearly and irrefiftibly, when difclofed, that this gentle- 
man, who agreed that this Committee Ihould {ii« and wix^ 
thought it would be fit that afterwards a Convention flioutt 
meet, that his object was firft to depofe the King, and, ulti- 
mately, to bring him to death. 

Now what is it that this Committee do ? Why, on the I nb 
of April, they receive communication that die Delegates froia 
the two Societies had met ; that they had refolved that it wu 
very dcfirable that a General Meeting, or Convention of dK 
Friends of Liberty fliould be called, for the purpoTe of taking 
into confidcriition the proper methods of obtaining a foU and 
fair rcprefentation of the people. So that a refolutioii by Su 
men from one Societ}', and fix from another, thav ift their opi- 
nion, It is a deiirable thing that there fhould be a meelingy or 
Convention of the Friends of Liberty, not for the purpofe fd 
doing nny thing, but for the purpofe of taking into eonfideia* 
tion the proper methods of obtaining a full and fair repreft^tl- 
tion of the people, is to iml>licate not only die Delegates fiw 
the London Correfponding Society, and the Delegates firam ik 
Conftitutional Society ; not only the Secretaries of the two S#- 
cietics, not only all who had any knowledge of thefe Con- 
mittecs, but likewife all the members of all the Societies^ iv* 
general confpiracy to depofe the King, and, uldmafiBljv M| 
him to death. There is the hinge of the caufes diia if Ae 
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cveit-aft upon whidi tiiey rely, as ihewing that Mr, Tooke, 
and thofe others with whom he w^s concerned, had confpired to 
depofe the King, in the firft inftance, and, by means of that de- 
pofition, to bring him to death* 

But, Gentlemen, it does not end there ; there is more of 
mifchief, more of confpiracy» and more of Treafon behind.-^ 
The Society of Conftitutional Infomution, when thefe a(3s of 
the Delegates of the two Societies are brought before them, de« 
liberate upon them; they read thefe refolutions, they confider 
iriiat fhall be done with them« nay, they had a debate upon 
tbcm^ and the debate is upon the word Convention i it was 
lliought by ibme that the word Convention jnight give offence 
even to well defigning, but ill judging, and weak minds; and 
therefore fome were of opinion that it would be better to leave 
mit the word Convention, and let the word Meiting only ftand^ 
■h^rft thought, and they thought rightly, that Meeting and Con- 
Kpntion fignified the iame thing, and it did not fignify whether 
it was called both, or either ; however, upon the whole, they 
riwttght that if there were doubts upon the fubjei^ it was better 
ID omit the < word Convention; and therefore the Latin word 
CmwntUn was omitted, and the Saxon word Meetings which 
if now our £ngli{h word, was fufFered to ftand. All thefe 
lyings 'were entered in the books of the Society, and a mark 
dmwo round the words, ^ or Convention," in order to fhew 
ihit as it was entered in the books of the Society the words « or 
Gofivention" were to fiand, as containing an account of what 
l|n» reported to the Society by the Committee uf both So* 
rieties; but as containing an account of what the Conftitutional 
^(Ifkfy iigrecd tO| the words •* or Convention," were to be 
fitted, and thus ends the whole myftery of the words ^ or 
f^jConventioQ" being inferted. But this is not all; there is 
ippething behind ; you know when there was Treafon on foot> 
Hi a^vity was to be exerted, and meafures were to be taken 
tm overturning this Government, and for fetting up anarchy in 
Jl^ftead, fome force was required, and therefore they begun to 
9l!k^y and they appointed Prime MiniAers, they appointed a 
i»/. N 3 Cabinet, 
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Cabinet, they appointed a Cdmmjtt:^ of Co-qiMadoh oTboth 
Societies, 

Now, Gentlemen, if pu will pleafe to look back Co therefidu* 
tion that was reported to the Society, you will fee what the real okt 
jedofthis Committee ofCo-^peratiohmuft have been} theyreporti 
^ That it is defirable that there Ihould be a Meetings or Coriven- 
«* tion, ofthe friends of liberty, for the purpofe of taking into tibn-i 
** fidcration the proper methods of obtaining aflilland fair reprefen- 
" tation of the people j" and then here is a Committee of Co-ope-i 
I'ation appointed by the two Societies, fer the purpofe reported to be 
defirable, to be fure ; for the purpofe of confidering what wteit 
the beft mcafures ; for the purpofe of confidering how diat end, 
U'hich was before reported in one of diofe refolutions to be de^ 
iirable, (hould be carried into efFeA : this is die conftrudion wc 
give to it ; this is the fair conftruftton of the words i this is thq 
fair conftruAion, which I am ixlftruded to (ay to yoo, every 
man who has had any communication with die Society did put 
upon it. But no, they fay, this Committee of Co?operalioii 
was for the purpofe of preparing to carry into effed that hocrihlr 
confpiracy, which they had devifed, of depofing ^ King. 

Gentlemen, you cannot, I confefs, find out what men's imAw 
tions are by their declarations before-hand, but, I think, there 14 
lio better way of judging of them than by feeing what dieir ada 
are after fhe refolutions are come to \ a great deal, jom ke^ 
refts upon the anions, exertion, and energy of this Conmittee 
of Co-operation. I think the purposes of the Committee of Co- 
operation ^e plainly poinded out by die preceding relbiutiaiis| 
but the gentlemen, on the odier hand, fay, that dicy ars all ^ 
pretext, and that their objed was tq carry intq effeA, at leftfl| 
the confpiracy to dcpofe the King. 

Now let us fee what they did. They were appointed to wM 
oh the nth of April; the firft man who Ivas arrefted in oAer 
of thefe Societies, Mr. Hardy, was arrefled on die f adi of 
May ; there paflcd, you fee, more dian a mbnth^ and jtt Ail 
a^ve, diis powerful, this energedc body ; this body that m§ tQ 
aA for all die reftj this body that was to carry into ezecutioil 
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7^1 the Trcafons that were in the minds of the others, never did 
a fingle act, for more than a month from this time, when thdr 
meeting was appointed, to the time at which the firft member of 
tlic Society was arreftcd. Why, Gentlemen, have you credulity 
for this ? Have you faith to believe that a Society, which ap- 
pointed a Committee of. Co-operation, who, according to the 
judgment of all, if there was any thing of Trcaibn, was pur- 
lliing the meafurcs by which that Trcafon was to be carried on, 
'pui you believe tliat that Society had Treafoii in its heart, 
lyhcn the Committee, appointed to carry it into execution, 
rjErmaioed CIcnt and iua£livc for more than a month, doing no- 
thing, and, I verily believe, not knowing what it had to do ? 

Gentlemen, this, they fay, may be true ; this, we admit, wa»- 
«)] that appeared to the public, but, although thefc people did 
certainly always hold out to the world, and hold out in their 
Qwn refolucions, that their objed was to obtain a Pafliamentary 
,]^eform ; although the refolutions of this Committee of Dele- 
ntcs, appointed as I have dated to you, reported that to be 
dieir obje£l; although this Committee of Co-operation took care 
todo nothing for a month, yet there is a great <ieal more in this 
|ti meets the o^r^ they were long-headed men ; and though, 
Lord Barleigh, in the Critic, they are brought upon the 
^age, and Aay there tor a coiifiderable time, and do nodding but fit 
an arm-chair, and ftiake their heads, yet there is a great deal 
>retn the ma.cter than you fuppofc, and we will (hew you that 
is lb i there is a great deal in that fitting inaSive, for more 
a month ; there is a great deal more of activity than a man 
only Cfimmon le^fe can find out, and wc will prove it ; and I 
%il that they iJa endeavour to prove it ; and I admit, likewife, 
ibcy aidcavaua*d to prove it, by the only witnefles who, if 
in fa^ cQuld prove iL If any man in this kingdom 
prove the ftiA that they impute to Mr, Tookc, the wit- 
have pilkd are the men, and the Attorney 
his ufual honour in calling them; he thought 
cafe jhould be communicated to die Jury . 
he (eU as I fee^ and as you feel, that upon 
fi ^ the 
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the face of this there was nothing in it; he felt, likewife, tliat 
thofe who were concerned in the ttdnhSLion muft kno^ what 
they meant — he felt that the crime here was in the meaning, and 
therefore he determined to bring before you thofe witnefles who 
vcre concerned in the tranfac^ion, who knew what their own 
nieai ing, and the meaning of thofe with whom they were con- 
cerned, was i and who would moft unqucftionably, when called 
by him, communicate the whole truth to you, and .they have done 
fo. 

They call to you firft the man, whom one may well confider 
as the certain repofitory of this great fecret, the Secretary of 
that Society to which Mr. Tooke belongs, namely, Mr. Adams 
-—one object that they have to make out, according to Ae law, 
as I have ftated it to you, and according to the charge againft 
the prifoner, as ftated to you by the Solicitor General, is, that he 
meant to depofe the King, and to do this by his own force, or 
by the force of fome others who aScd under him — one neceflary 
part of their cafe was to (hew, that they were prepared to aflembl^ 
themfelvcs in arms, and that they had provided themfelves with 
all requifites neceflary for fumiihing out an army. 

My learned friends knew money to be the finews of war, and 
that nothing could be done without it — they therefore call the 
Secretary, the banker of this Society, Mr. Adams, and he is 
queftioncd as to what thofe funds are, by wliich the expence of 
this armament was to be defrayed ; he tells you, that the whole 
revenue of his Society was fixty guineas a year; that theordi- 
xiary cxpenccs were fifty guineas j fo that there remained, after 
all expences were paid, after all the officers of flatc were fatis- 
fied for their falaries ; after the expence of candles, and all ex- 
pences of that fort were difcharged, there remained a furplus of 
ten guineas, towards overturning the Government of this Coun- 
try, and providing an army, whereby it might be overturned; 
a great deal of money, to be fure, but they had not even the 
whole of this ten guineas, for, upon the crofs-examination of the 
Secretary, he fays, that though the expences of the Society were 
only fifty guineas, and their revenue fixty, yet he generally was 
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obliged to be in advance, fo that it could be only by ifluing letters 
of crediti by iiTuing bank-bills fiom the Society, that they could 
pay their troops out of thcfe ten guineas ; for you fee, the Secre* 
tary, being in advance, the ten guineas were not forthcoming. 

It will befaid, perhaps, that this was, to be fure, all the money 
which they had in the Conftitutlonal Society, but there were other 
Soctc.'ies that had more; that the Conftitutional Society was not 
the Society relied upon — but, we all remember, that the Con- 
ftitutional Society is die Society held up to the world, as pofTef- 
fing tbofe funds from which the other Societies were to draw-^ 
all thcfe unknown traitors Aat are ftatcd upon the record — all 
Aeic men into whofe z&s the Attorney General, and the Soli- 
dtor Genera], in their evidence, have gone fo largely : they were 
aJl poor dogs, thefe were die rich men, thefe the people who were 
to fupport them — thefe were the bank holders, thefe were the 
men in the pofleffion of that which alone can fupport any thing 
of force in this Country, and therefore, I never can be told, that 
if there was not money here, there was money any where elfe 5, 
for, if this great national fund failed, there was nothing, and then 
diey were to go to war without money, and T think, it appears, 
prithout men, for there has not been any proof in the caufe, that 
a flngle individual had been fpoken to, who, for love, was to 
undertake this caufe ; therefore, there is not any proof in the 
caufe, cither that any force was fecured, for the purpofe of un- 
dertaking the confpiracy which they fay was in agitation ; and 
there is no money in the pocket, by which thofe who might 
kereafter be induced to undertake it, were likely to be brought 
to it. So much for die funds of this Society. 

Scodand, you know, is a cheap country, and my learned 
friend knows that it is, he aflenis to it : a man can live in Scot- 
land a great deal cheaper than be can in England; and a great 
deal of money would not be neceflary to fupport him during his 
reiidence there ; and yet, fo poor was this rich Society, fo defti- 
tute Mras this fountain from which all the other Societies were to 
draw, that they could not find money enough even to fupport a 
Delegate, whom it was in contemplation to fend to die Conven- 
tion at Edinburgl^ for, fi^ieiia pared (^ individuahi had' defied 
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one Ybrlce as a Delegate to the Britifli Convention, at Edin- 
burgh, the whole Society could not raifc money enough to 
fupport him in that cheap coiuitry, and therefore he refufed to 

But, Gent1emen> there may be arms to be put immediately 
into the hands of all the members of all thefe Societics-^there 
may be a preparation to arm them againft the Government, on a 
fudden ; aiid the proTccutors will fay, though in the courie of 
dK bufmcfs of this coufpiracy for a Convention, they have not 
proved any thing that fixes diredl criminality upon the prifoncr^ 
from the proceedings, as they appear from the books ; yet the 
Secretary, this man who is iu their fecrets, he would be able to 
prove to you, probably, not only what their objects were, but 
hkewifo what means they had of accomplifhiiig thefe object^. 
If there was any preparation for arms — any mufkets--any pikes— 
any hand-knives prepared, for the purpofc of carrying this great 
defign into execution ; he knows it, and he will tell you of it — 
be is queftioned to that i 1 furget wiiethcr the gentlemen on the 
Other fide, or we, afked him, but he wiis aikcd, whether he had 
ever heard, during his continuance in this Society, from the 
time he entered into it, till he left it, during his attendance on 
any Committees, in his conver^ition with any member, whether 
he had ever heard a finglc mention made of any aims which 
were to be put into the hands of any of thofe Societies, or of any 
force which any of them were to ufe j and he tells you, iu diiei^ 
terms, that he never heard any thing of fu^h a matter ; that he 
Xiever had any fufpicion of if; that he was coulbuuly prefent at 
all their meetings ; that never a hint was given from apy indi- 
vidual in any of the Societies, of any fuch indention— -that comn 
municating with the members, and the Societies, themfclyes, he 
never heard from any'one of them a hint dropped to this purpoie — 
that, being intimately connected with Mr. Tooke, he k^pws, a^ 
he believee, his fecret thoughts ^ he was connedled with him in 
fuch a way, that, if he had aiiy fecret thoughts pn this poiuCi 
which it was not his intention to. have communicated, it is hardly 
poflible that, at ibme unguarded hour, they (hpuld not have burft 
forth i he tells you he neyc^ hcacd| ^clievedj ^fuipe^tedi^ or h^ 
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fearon to diiiik,. that any other perfon knew, heliev^ or fuf- 
peeled, that there vva« a deflgii in die Society, or in any indivi- 
dual member of the Society, or in any other perfon connected 
with them, ever to ^& with force againfl: this Government, much, 
lefs to preptrc thcmfelvcs with fuifictent force, forthl; purpofe of 
ading perfonally againft it 

But, Gentlemeni there might be another thing ; there might 
be another ingredient in this caufe, wbidi veould ferve it, . I think, 
better than any other that they have attempted to have recourfc. 
to-Hiiere might have been a Secret Committee, and if they could 
have eflablifhed to you, that there bad been a Secret Committee 
in this Society, then it would have bcen> argued, with great, 
ftrcngdi of reafoning,. that this Secret Committee concealed 
from all thewoHd, all that it intended, and all that it did; but 
4s\'en that argument is /but out from this cafe, for, when Adams 
was aiked, whether they ever had a Secret Committee in this 
Society, he (ays. No, we never had any fuch thing, all our pro- 
ceedings were open ami public; nothing was done that all the- 
Society did not know ; nothing was done, that we had smy ob- 
ieSdon to aU die world knowing, the greateft part of it we. 
have pubUflied in the newfpapeia, and we had. no objoftion to 
its beixig diere publiibed— 4b much for die Secret CommiUee. 

Then diere was a Committee of Corre|Kindence ; I admit that 
f$& ftaodsagainft os ; there exifted in this Society a Committee 
ioi Cor]:%fpandencs--wfaat fort of a Coamnittce of Corccfpon- 
dence? A Committee of Corrdpondence that rardy or ever 
^Dortefponded, a^dthat was thefubjeftof the conftant ridicule of 
ffae gentleman who ftands at the bar, becaufe their name accorded 
ib ill with tfadr emptoymuitr Well, but then diey Ciy, how^ 
fver little we have proved, you hold out to tbe world, diat your 
ob|e& was a Parliamentary Refoniv and we are come to this 
I fliie, whedier that was your real object or whedier it was ai 
pere pretext, and we will (hew that a ParltameiKary Reform 
was not your raal objeO, and dni ifaey would infer, mt juftly 
I think, but diey would infer from thence, that becaufe a Parlia- 
mentary Refbros, which we held out to be our real objcd, was 
Mf foy bq( aflWfi pretest, therefore we are oon^nrators againft 
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the Government. I do not care if you come to that condufion ; 
J do not care if you fall in with the argument, that if a Parlia- 
mentary Reform was a mere pretext, we are confpirators againft 
the Government; not that you mil fuppofe I mean to admit they 
have proved anything like that, but I will (hew, if it be iiecefiary» 
that a Parliamentary Rcf jrm was the real and fincere objed of 
the gendeiiian at the bar, and of all thofe with vrtiom he a^led, 
at kail as far as their intent can be known i that he had no other 
object, and thiat it was not a pretext 

I faid, Gentlemen, that I would (hew this, if it were nccef- 
(ary, but it is not necefiary, bccaufe the profecutor has (hewn it 
for me ; for he, in calling tho& men who. he knew were all 
acquainted with the obje&s of die Society, put the caufe on the 
ifltic of their teftimony, they were queftioned, ^ Do you know 
^ what were the real objeda of this Society ?" Adams, who 
waf^ dieir Secretary, was qucftioned to that point, and he tells 
you in terms that, from all that he ever iaw, from all the con* 
verfatton that he ever had with any of thofe people, he verily 
believes that their real ohjeSt was Parliamentary Reform, and 
that a Reform was not a pretext; he iays, that all hk converla- 
tion with Mr. Tooke (it was not necei&ry to queftion hxm fo 
particularly as to the others) tended that way, and had that fole 
end. And being afked about fome exprcffions of what great 
end that was towards which they were to co-operate, which vm 
mentioned in ibme of the refolutions, and upon whidi it feemed 
thcit ihtf^ wa^ laid, he tells you, that the great end was a Parlia- 
nuMitary Reform — then ihcy have failed in every part of their cafe 
where they ought to have been the ftixxigeft. They call Mr, 
Adams the Secretary of the Society, who muft have known^ not only 
the a£ls, but the intent of the Society; and be exprefsly nega^ 
tives thefe two materi^il parts of thdr cafe, which they have in- 
filled upon, that Parli^anentary Reform was a mere pretext ; that 
their objed was to overturn the Government and depofe the 
K'^S' snd, that their intention wastoemplby force for the pur* 
pofe of doing this. 

But, Gcndr men, Mr. Adams is not the only witneis upon 
this fubjod: it w»& a main -objed with them !» ihrW) ths^L 

here 



( 189 ) 
liere was a nrfcked wide-fpreading confpiracy againft the Gc^* 
vemment ; dut it was not confined to theib Committees ; that 
it was not confined to thefe Societies in town, but that all the 
coundy Societies were conne«3ed with it; and for that purpofe 
they have produced, I know not what— ^Letters and AddreiTes 
from country Societies; feme received in Iwondon; feme, I be^ 
iieve, for the purpofe of (hewing that thefe perfons at Sheffield f 
Norwidi, and other places, were conne£ked with Mr. Tookc^ 
and were confpirators with him for this great end. The indf<9>- 
ment flatesi that Mr. Toolce and the odiers confpired with 
thofe who are named in the indit^ent, and with other perfons 
unknown (thefe Sheffield people, therefore, and the reft, an; 
thofe unknown confpirators*) And it was a ftep,. ia this cafe,. 
to prove that the people at Sheffield had thefe views; from 
Whence it was to be inferred, that if they, being confpirators 
with Mr. Tooke, had thofe views which are imputed to Mr. 
- Tooke, Mr. Tooke had them ; and accordingly they call a wit- 
nefs, from Sheffield, a Mr. Broomhead, the fecretary to the 
Society at Sheffield. 

Gentlemen, the fame obfervations occur upon his evidence as 
to the Sheffield Society which occur upon Adams's as to the 
London Society.-^He is queftioned as to what the real pbje«S^i 
of the Society at Sheffield were ; he, the witnels for the Crown, 

• who was to prove that the Sheffield peo[^ were coofpio^ 
tors with Mr. Tooke and the others to overturn the Goveri^ 
ment, he tells you the real objed of thefe people at Shqffield 
was a Reform in the Houfe of Commons, and no other ; that 
diey had not die finalleft notion either of attacking the perfon, 
authority, or chani£ter of the King ; of attacking royalty itfclf, 
or of attacking the nobility of this country ; that their com- 
plaint was againft die Houfe of Commons -, that they believed the 
Conftitution was endangered by that corruption which they 

. tbou^ exiftcd in the Houfe of Commons ; they thought the 
remedy of that evil was a Reform in the Houfe of Commons ; 

• that they looked to a Reform in die Houfe of Commons, and 
in no other place, and that diis was the fole objedl of their 

r Society^. that with idpe& to producing <tven that Reform^by 
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you may fuppofe he doe^ not give his evidence with any ptej(»- 
dice towards die Society which he had quitted, becaufe he dif- 
fered from them. 

Whatdoeshe&yf— He is pttkQ]y fiire diatdie obje<El df 
the Society "was fincere and unfeigned^ that their real objeft 
was'Re/brm; dial diey had no other ob}e&; that they a&ed 
upon the Dake of Richmond's plan ; that they wi(hed to carry 
that plan into cseecution ; that he -at 6ne time ^wilhed the fame 
thtngy but he has altered his opinion ; that they were all attached 
to die Conftitutidn ; that they loved the King. But dien it is 
fuppoTed'that this.^itneis from Sheffield will be able to prove 
that the cAi]e& of the Society, fuch as they were, were to be 
eWe&eA by force ; and then, if it can be fixed upon Che Sheffield 
'people, ¥^o were conrptraturs with Mr. Tooke and the reit, 
that their defign at Sheffield was to carry their objedb into 
cxecudOn by force, Mr. Tooke's guilt is to be inferred from 
theirs. 

' Now, what does Widdifon prove upon the fubjcfl of arms r 
and this is the only evidence in the cafe by which it is attempted 
to be pfovcdy diat there was any thing like a preparadon of of- 
' fenfive weapons for the purpofe of carrying this great plan info 
execution. That they thought it neccfTary to give fome evi- 
' dence of this Ibrt, appears from their afktng the queftion ; and, 
firom their not giving any other evidence than that which Wid- 
difon does give^ I am 6!iirly juftified in concluding, that they 
had no better evidence to produce. He does admit, certainly, 
diat a dozen of pike-ihafb were ordered from him by one 
' Davifon ; but he fiiys, in anfwer to a queilion put to him by 
the profccutor, that they were ordered for their own defence ; 
diat they had not the leaft idea of ever tifing them againft the 
Government ; that fuch a nodon never entered into their minds. 
' Ordered Sot their own defence ! — How codd they be fer their 
own defence ? Why he- tells you, diere were two' parties at* 
Sheffield; that he was of one party, others of another: he tells 
'you that ads of perfonal violence had been dffered tothem; 
' Aat their hodes had been befet ; that they were threatened with 
'force; and dafthofe pcrlbns vrtio calkd themi^ves Ariflocrats 
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h^d fald) in terms, that if an invafion happened, tUcy (th6 
Ariftocrats) would fall firft upon Davifon's party ^ and therefore 
tills party thought it prudent, ii^'hen fuch threats were thrown 
out againft them, and this turbuknt condud purfucd towards 
them, to prepare fomc means of defence : and upon the evidence 
it appears to you there were a doxcn of pikc-(hafts ordered 
from this man by Davifon; who tells you^ that at d)e £une time 
Davifon ordered them, he told them they were for this pur- 
pofe. 

Gentlemen^ if the purpofe of thefe pike-fliafts had not been 
explained, in a cafe of this ibrt, where it lies upon the profecutur 
to give fome reafonablc evidence to convince you that force was 
preparc'd, with which thefe confpirators were to adl, an order 
for twelve pikes would amount to nothing ; but when it ftands 
explained, not as I explained it, but the witnefs has explained 
it, even if there were ten thouiand inftcad of twelve, it be- 
comes totally irrelavant, becaufc the profecutors prove, by their 
own wiuicfl'cs, that the preparing thefe pikes was for a per&dly 
different purpofe. 

But, Uentlemen, unfortunate as the profecutors have been in 
calling to you thc^fc witncflcs who, one (hould have fuppofcdi 
toiuft have known, if there had been a confpiracy in London, that 
it did exift — who, one (liould have fuppofal, muft have known, if 
there was a confpiracy at Sheffield, that it did exift ; unfortuoaic 
as they have been in the examination i>f thefe three firft wit- 
nefles, they ftilJ think they have a ilrong man behind, and there- 
fore they call him laft, in order to leave an inipreflion upon 
your minds — very judicious moft unqueftionably— therefoit, 
the laft witneis they call is Mr. William Sharpe. The felec- 
tion was certainly judicious ; becaiife they muft have hoped tD 
prove by him all that, which, if it exifted, he muft know* 
Confidcr who Mr. Sharpe is : he is a member of the CfUh 
ftitutional Society ; in that character he muft have known a 
great deal of the proceedings of that Society : he vras a mem- 
ber of the Committee of Conference > in that charaAer be muft 
have known all that paflid at the meeting of the Delegates fitXB 
the two Societies : he ivas a member of the Committee of Co* 
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^rationi in tfaatchtraflrr he muft have known all that had 
pofled in that Committee, which was to carry into execution-^ 
iriiich was to be the immediate agent for perfeAing the treaibn- 
able purpofes which cxifted in the minds of the reft ; not only 
of perfe^ng the treafonable purpofes, but he is ftated in the 
indidment to be one of diofe with whom Mr. Tooke and the 
others con^sired to bring about the depofition of die King. 
Now, Mr. Sharpe muft know, filling all thefe charaAers him- 
ielf, whether he did (b confpire or not ; he is, therefore, called 
to you, and he is examined as to Mr. Tooke's principles. 

Tlie firft thing that comes from him is this— ^that Mr* Tookc 
had often declared, that be would rather be governed by St. 
James's than St. Giles's. Now, if there be any truth in the 
cafe that is endeavoured to be fet up by the profecutor, I fliould 
like to know who Mr. Tooke was likely to be governed by, if 
this confpiracy had taken cfk&j except by Saint Giles's. It is 
not pretended, as has exifted in moft cafes of confpiracies to 
overturn the Government, that there was a prince laying claim 
to the du-one, whom this party that confpired againft the prefcnt 
Government was to introduce ) the end of Mr. Tooke is not 
ftated to you ; his object is merely ftated to be to overturn the 
prefent Government ; then, if his objefl was to overturn the 
prefent Government^ and let every thing go to confufion, that 
Government^ which Mr* Sharpe fays he reprobated, muft be 
introduced and fubftitutcd in the place of the Government of 
Saint James's. He (ays Mn Tooke and he had frequent com* 
munication together upon the fubjetSl of the Conftitution of 
this Country ; he tells you that Mr. Tooke always fpoke of the 
Conftitution with regard and reverence; he always exprefled 
himielf attached to the King and the Lords, with diat firm, 
fteady, inflexible chanhSler, which is proved to belong to him 
and his c^inions i he always fpoke with deteftation of what he 
diought corruption in die Houfe of Commons, and always de* 
dared his firm refolution to conuibute all that lay in his power 
to correal that abufc. 

Gentlemen, the queftion put to you is, whether thefe de- 
darations, of bis object being a Parliamentary Reform, were 
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real, or vverc merely a pretext; and whetfier, inftodof parfu'* 
ing a Parliamentary Reform, Mr. Tocke was redly purfniiig t 
plan, the objed of which was — ^firft to depoTe the King^ and 
then to deftroy him. Who is likdy to know wheAer he en- 
tertains fudi obje£ts or not ? Is any one more llkdj to know 
it than the gentlemen whom die Crown hame caQed ?— A nun, 
connefled ynth him in the Society in whidi it is ftaled tkst he 
entertained and difleminated this doQrine— a nuuif put in the 
place of a Delegate, and who was not only conneSed with the 
Society, but intimately acquainted widi Mr. Tooke; not only 
vifited him at his houfe, but was in his confidence; and diis 
man is queftioned over and over again whether he beliercs this 
to be a pretext in Mr. Tooke, or iM^ether he believes it his red 
objed; he tells you, as often as die queftion is aiked him, dot 
he does believe it to have been Mr. Tooke's real and unfeigned 
objetSl to reform the Commons Houfe of Parliament | that his 
conftant profeflions went that way, and no other ; that aebher 
in the Society nor out of the Society, by Mr. Tooke, or \j 
any other perfoiis conneded with the Society, was force againft 
the prefent Govenunent ever thought of ; and that if it had, 
neither he nor Mr, Tooke would ever have remained membas 
of the Society. 

Then what becomes of this charge againft Mr. Tooke^ A 
difproved by thofe wimefTcs who are called to prove iff The 
written evidence does not prove it. The conduft of diefe 
Committees, as it appears ftated in the refoludons, prows 
merely an intention that there ihould be a Convendon ; and, ia 
order to fupply that defedt^n order to Ihew that dieir bbjcAl 
were different from what they profeiTed, and diat diis wai s 
mere pretext ^ in order to (hew, as the Solicitor Genenl cs* 
preflcd it, diat though Monarchy was upon their lips, it wis it 
fertheft from their hearts. In order to fhew all diis, diej at 
Mr. Adams, the fecretary; they call Mr. Sharpe, a menAercf 
the Society, a member of the Coamiittee of Confhencc ^ t 
member of the Committee of Correfpondence, a member of die 
Committee of Co-operadon, to fhew diat they had other irf 
diSktent objefb ; diey call Broomhead and Davlfon, from SMC- 
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fidd, to^new tkat die Sheffield pec^le, cbarged to have c6n^ 
Ipired widi them, hvi other and different obje£b ; and Tet all 
Aefe witnefles, cded in this way by die Crown to fupport their 
cafe--<dlcd to fupport it in that in which it had failed before, 
namely, to prove Ast a Parlramentary Reform was a mere pre* 
text^ and that the teal objeA was to overturn the Government 
and depofe die King by force. All AeTe witneffes were quef- 
doned whether it was a pretext ; whether Reform was or was 
notdieir real objed; whether they had any defign to ad by 
force in any cafe; *«rfiether diey had an a(lFe£Hon for the King ; 
whether they were diflfarisfied widi the Government at large ; 
whether it was the Conftitution, oe only the corruption of it in 
the Houie of Commons, that they dlfliked: they all concur in 
teDing you, that Reform was the real and unfeigned obje£t of 
(hem all ; that it was not a pretext; that there was no defign in 
any of them, or in any of thofc whom they knew, either to 
attack the Government^ or to ufe any force againft it; diat they 
reverenced and refpe£led the King; diat they reverenced and 
leipeAed the Nobilicy of this Country; that their complaint 
was only againft the Houfe of Commons ; Aat they believed 
corniprion to exift in that Houfe; that that corruption was the 
caufe of the evils which they compbined of; and thst they 
would^ as they had done, fteadily, formly, and uniformly piirfut; 
Aat which they believed would find the remedy for all their 
complaints, a Reformation in die Commons Houfe of Parh'a- 
ment. It is no light confiderarion in this cafe, diat the charaAcr 
given to Mn Tooke, by all the witnefles, is that of a man ad« 
kering to his opinions firmly, fteadily, and inflexibly. 

Gendemcn, you ^H recollecl that a declaration of Mr. 
Tooke, ^peaking upon political fubjeds, has been proved, that 
he verily believed that if there was any tumult in this Country 
Ir fhould be die firft vi£tim. I will tell you why he believed that : 
he has purfued his objeA of a Parliamentary Reform with firm* 
aeft and with fteadinefS'-Hnothing has called him afide from it; 
le has purfued it through one plain path ; the confequence is 
ttat he has been conneded, in various parts of his life, with 
dl diofe who have at any time had the fame obje£t in their 
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view witli him ; dut .inoft of his friciids have dyu^;ed tfanf 
opiiiions with the times, but that he has been inflexible in hi8« 
Hence it is, that he has no politicai fet of friends who are amr 
ilantly attached to him; becaufe he has attached himfislf to no 
party, but has attached himfelf to the firm and invariable purr 
fuit of that which he believed would be a real good if broughl 
about, namely, a certain mode of Refiann in the Commoos 
Houfc of Parliament 

With this witnefs, Mr. Sharpe, the evidence for the down 
clofed ; and, as far as it applies to that overt ad in the indid- 
ment which ftates the calling a Convention (or rather, I believe^ 
I fhould (ay, to the five or fix overt a£b, which are all coonedcd 
with tlic calling of a Convention), the fads that are proved aie 
merely thefe-— That certain Committees did meet, and take 
certain fteps towards calling a Convention, for the purpofe ef 
producing a full and fair reprefentation of the people. The^ 
are the fads that are proved, and from them you are defiitd to 
infer, that the objed of this Convention was, to dqwle the 
King. For the purpofe of doing that, I have oblerved to yiQU 
that they have called thofe witnefies, who muft know what the 
objed was— «who muft know whether this cobur was to be 
given to their ads or not; inftead of proving it, they have 
difproved abfolutely every thing that is neceflary towards the 
proof of it ; for they have difproved any intent of praeeedinig 
with force ; they have di^roved any prepantion o( anns; they 
have difproved any intention, in any of the members of die 
Society, to overturn the Government ; and they have likewife 
proved affirmatively that the real objed of thefe people was 
that which they held out— 4iot to depofe the King> but to ob- 
tain a Reform in the Commons Houfe of Parliament. So ftandi 
the cafe, as endeavoured to be proved on the part of the profecn* 
tor againft the gentleman at die bar ; that cafe whichcharges Uai 
with a confpiracy to call a Convention, for die purpofe of over* 
turning the Government and depofing the King> vriiich maft 
be by force ; and fo it is ftated by the Attorney GeneraL— 
Thefe are the proofs which they give you of that bet, 

vreonenKiii 



' GetltkiMi; dtf)r lifedthar this wont do; and AejOf^ thougK 
this does not fnovc it'i^-dK3Ugh thefe witncOes (who^ if the de- 
fign had erifled^ muil'have known it) have fwom that no Aich 
deiign did cnft; though they have fworn, on the contrary, that 
a ddign (>erfecdy inoonfifteht with this was the real object of 
sU thefe people, namdy, a Parliamentary Reform } though, 
therefore^ die wifneflel for the Crown have, as far as a negative 
can be proved, actually difproved the cafe which the proiecutors 
ought to prove ; yet tbeyfay there are other circumftances in 
the cafe which either point this act of confulting to call a Con-» 
vention to the purpofe of depofing the King, or, if they do not 
make that out, they (hew that there was a general confpiracy 
entertained, in ¥rhich Mr. Tooke was concerned— a general 
confpiracy to overturn the Government of this Country and to 
dkpofe the King. Surely, radier too general a ftatement, and 
too genend an accufation f 

In order to make out this part of their cafe, they read a mul-' 
ikude of papers ; feme found in die Conftitutional Society, and 
Ame in the Corre^iondmg Society, refolutions, addrefles — ^none 
«f whidi we have had any means of obtaining accefs to ; for 
even the book of the Conftitudonal Society was feized, and has 
fcnained in the hands of die profccutor, from die drne it was 
tdcen out of the cuftody of Mr. Adams— we have no meajis of 
compariog one entry widi another-— we have even been denied 
an lamination of die book, I do not mean in Court, for diere 
ir cannot be denied us; bt|t while we are going on with the reft 
of die evidence it was impoffible for us to be looking at that 
#hich was not applicable to the point in qucftion. With all 
diefo papers we are now overwhebned, for the purpofe of prov^ 
ing againft us that there was a general confpiracy in the King* 
dom, to overturn the Qovemment and depofe the King, and 
diat Mr. Tooke, die gendeman at the bar, a£ted in this cont* 
^inu7u«.papers that took diirty hours to read in the Court, 
and by which our attention was diftraded and confounded- 
papers which it is utterly impoffible for me to obferve upon to 
]fOu, becaufe no human ftrength could be equal to it ; foo^e of 
Ihemt in their natyre^ fut^h as couk) never h^ve comj? to thi^ 
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knowledge of Mr. Tookc^ and bam miijk or fiii^ ttofc hsre 
come to his knowledge) ftr 70U reooUeft die waj in wfaidi 
Mr. Adams gave an account of keeping the booksi and the tgh 
Uies of the names, and how often it happened dM men whofr 
names appear in the books really were not picfitti becaufe if 
they attended at dinner dseir names were put downi and-ftiB re« 
main in the books, though they did not atteod the BMCd^g; 
to feparate them is impoffible fiv any man^-lo cWmre upon 
them is hnpoflible, in the mafs and cha« in which diey hive 
been produced. I appeal to your own obfervatmo, whedier, 
after all the experience that they have had— after idl dK care 
that has been taken to feled and arrange them— after one trial 
has been gone through as well as it could be— I appeal to your 
own obfervation, whedier there has not been infinite dificidty^ 
even on the part of thofe ^o oooduA this proTecution, in ar- 
ranging, aflforting, and determining what they fliould produoei 
and yet you wiU recoiled that my two learned ftienda, the At- 
torney General and the Solicitor General, have had this bufineft 
before them more than half a year— that they attended aB fkA 
examinations before the Privy Council— that there was tet 1 
paper in all thefe boxes and bags that they have not read over 
and over again — that we had not an opportunity of ; 
and obferving how they bore upon the queftionj iriut 
produced might afied the prifoner; what paper soti 
might explain that vrhkli was produced— wt havt had m fudi 
opportunity, and yet this monftrous quandty of papers is |vo« 
duced here, which they icaroely know how to ana^ge as they 
are produced, and which they certainly did ptoduoe in no tort ef 
arrangement, for they were not produced chronologically— ibey 
were not produced as one bore upon anotfier} and firtmi tlu 
mafs of paper you are defined to infer, that there e^iftid m 
fpiracy in this Country to overturn the Govemment and 
the King, and that Mr, Tooke was an afior in dris oon^niacy; 
•^that is too much to call upon any man to defend anoflier 
againft. Many of thefe papers that have been read give grett 
offence ; many are very unproper— are fudi as reafenable and 
thinking men would certainly di&pproTC of} but diey nit nec 
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•fotpacts af Higjh Tiadbn. If there had been any one of 
dicfe papers that. cxmiU be fdied upon as an overt-a£l of Hig^ 
Treafeoi it would have been fo rdied upon^ and would have 
been ftated as s fubftantive overt-ad. There is no one of thofe 
ptptrs dnt has been produced which can by any poiEbility, with 
the evidence tacked to it, that is alfii product in this cafi^ 
amoiiat t9 an orcrMa of Treafon* 

Gmtkmtm let me call you back for a aumient to a confi* 
Mention of what die queftion is that you are trying. You are 
trying whether Mr. Tooke has compafled the King*8 deadi; 
you ace tiying whether he ooounitted any of the overt-ads 
flated in die indiftment^ with a view iirft to depofe the Kuig, 
aod ultimately to compafs his deaths and I affirm that there is 
none (tf Ibatmab of paper diat has been produced againft him» 
diat can be conCdeied as an overt-ad of that Treafon. I fball 
add likewile^ iriat my learned friend argued fo ably, and fup- 
ported his argument from Lord Strafibrd's cafe, that if no one 
cf diefe papers produced b an ad of High Treafon, they can* 
ao^ taken aU together^ amount to High Treafon* There is 
flo fiich Aiog in this Country as cumulative Treafon, there 
aiift be a oompaffing the King's death, and there muft be a 
frtdft^ diftind adl^ated, and proved to have been done by the 
prifiaier in the profixution of diatdefign conceived by him 
i^gSift the King's Ufe. 

The addrefles to the French were all before the war, and 
Aey are not ads of High Treafon. If diey had been rdied 
UfOKi as High Treafon, it would have been differently ftated in 
die iodidmentt The charge againft this gentleman would have 
been not for oompaffing the King's deadi, but for adhering to 
^ King's enemies & but the French were not the King's ene- 
mies at the time be had any communication with them, and 
communication, therefore, with diem was lavyfol, and fo were 
the fubfcriptioQS to affift them i he might lawfully fobforibe to 
affift them* 1a his judgment the reformation they produced in 
their Government, compared with its former ftate, was a good 
one; he wiihed the Government which fobfifted in France at 
die time he font thefo iiibforiptioni, to be fopportedj he had a 
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right to fend thefc fubfcription^ and as Mr. Erfltine ftata4 
truly, if peace was to be made tD-morrow, the next day thefe 
fubfcriptions, and thefe addreiles, nught be rtpMedi and n^ 
pcated lawfully. 

But a great deal has been faid of die Scotch Coni^ention; it ia 
infifted that the fending Delegates to the Scotch Conventioii waa 
an a£t of High Trcafon, and that the confpiring to fetid mem-^ 
bers to another Convention which theyiay was to partake of die 
nature of the Scotch Convention, was of courfs in idelf an afik 
of High Trcafon. 

Let us fee, in the firft place, how that ftands in point of 
fa£l. There was a meeting in the Conftitutional Society to 
confider of fending Delegates to die Scotch Convention \ there 
was an extraordinary meeting held for that purpofe $ Mr. Tooke 
was defired to attend diat meetings he would not attend; two 
of the members called on him, and converfed with him upon 
the fubjeiit; he told them he diiapproved of the objeA, dbat he 
thought it a foolifli thing to fend members tq a Scotch Con- 
vention. It is not oeceffary for me to enter into the giounda 
of his obje<£^ion, but he was an enemy to the objeft, and ht 
was not prefent at that extraordinary meedng, which appeva 
to have been a fort of foiuggled meeting of the Society, whc« 
they determined to fend theie members to the Scotch Convcft* 
tion. Then if Mr. Tooke, who ni-as a member of lli» Cop* 
ftitutional Society, was not prefent at the meedng when Me 
Delegates were fcnt , and fo hr from being prefent, diiappr^vel 
of the meafiire, and uniformly in converfetion, which has been 
proved in various parts of die cafe, expreiled his dilapprobetioii 
of it ; ftatcd that he waa an enemy to that meafuie. Surely it 
will be too much to fix him with any part of the proceedings of 
the Scotch Convention upon that ground. But diere is anodwr 
part of the bufinefs upon which they endeavour to fix him, Yodoe 
was propofed as a Delegate^ and he declined becaufe they had 
no money to fupport hia expences. Sinclair afterwards was 
chofcn, and he went ; it flands admitted Mr. I'ookehad notfaiif 
to do with (ending him there, for that which is proved by the 
witneflcs for tbaCrowHi and copfiniied by odicrs,-cannot but 
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be taken ata llA. It appears too that Mr. Tookc equally diCf 
approved of any beii^ fent diere; but after Sinclair had bee% 
Ant to die SoMeh Comrention; after he had fat in the Scotcb 
Conventkmi after the Scotch Convention had been difperfed/ 
Jnd-Sincfadr had been prtfecuted for a mifiiemeanor as a member. 
ef Aat Convtntioiii and had a puDilhinent inflicted upon him, 
I ky nothing upon-Ae judgment itielf. I refleft not upon tho 
Courts it is not my bufinefs to refleA upon it, but I on]^ 
ity that a punMhttietthad been inflided upon Sinclai r ^ 

AA'. To9kir. The Lord Advocate withdrew the record^ and be 
V^tt not tried* 
• Alk GUbs* Was he then under profecution ? 

Mr. 7M^, I believt he was. 

Mr.Gihh. Gentlemen^ I certainly ftand rightly corrected, 
and am much obliged to the accuracy of the gentleman at the 
bar for corre£Hng me; Sinclair had not a judgment pronounced 
•gainft him; but it' is imputed to Mr. Tooke diac Sinclair, 
when in diftrefs, wis afifted by him; he being in very great 
iiftreis, Mr. Tooke, I admit, did write a circdar letter, pe^ 
tkiooing for a fuUcription for Mr. Sinclair, although he had 
highly di&pproted of his being fent as a Delegate to the Con« 
TBition in Scotland; and becaufe he has thrown pafiagcs into 
tharktter, the only ohjeA of which was to excite the compaffion 
of Chofe among whom the letter was publifhed, to make them 
dmw their purfe ftrings ; from thence it is endeavoured to im* 
plicate Mr. Tooke in every thing done in the Scotch Convcn* 
iiony although he adually diiapproved of its Atting, and dis- 
approved of a Delegate being fent. 

But I do not ftop diere, I will fuppofe that Mr. Tooke, in- 
Head of abfenting himfelf when Mr. Sinclair was chofen ss a 
Delegate, had been prefent; I will fuppofe chat indcad of 
diflenting from fending Delegates to Scotland, he had aflcnted 
to it ; I will fuppofe that inftead of voting that another man 
might be fent to Scotland as a Delegate, he had been fent there 
himfelf. I infift that nothing that has been done in Scotland 
amounted to an aft of Hi^ Treafon ; and I iay here, as I (aid 
fo the Uft triil for Mr. Hardy» I infift that I have the highcft 

authority 



( M3 ^ 
«A tin Aey wm rcmOTed by force. This fliews mlist lort of 
fbroe tiiejr cx p d tte d> diej will not admit that there exifts a right 
in the mgiftrites of the Country to difpcrfe them, but the 
inagiftMet oone to dBTperie them, they do aot rofift fay violeaoe^ 
Aey only wifk Co faring it to 4ut iflue that you ftail take 
npon yourielres die legality of the ift, and if you do difperfe 
n% you fhall di^wrfe us by dwt -which we call force* fiat I 
caffe not what eonftniAion you put upon die aA; put wbat 
conftntfiaon you wiB «pQn it, it is not Hig^ Treafim; and in 
fupport of diat aflerdon, I will refer the Court to a cafe, die 
Mlbority of which has never been difputed, the law hid down 
by X«ord Chief Juftice Holt on the trial of Sir John Frend; 
he ilates diere, in predfe terms, what fort of war diat is, a 
confpiring'tD levy which is High Treafon, and what (brt of 
ia&urreftion that is, a confpirii^ to rai^ which is Hi^ 
Treafim. 

It W9M infifled by Sir John Frend that a mere con^nracy to 
levy war, did not prove the compaffing of the King's doidi, 
smdi dierefiire, was not Treafixv Lord Chief Juftice Holt 
^y^ * The ftatnte has been read, but, fiiys Shr John Frend, 
^ Aere is no war actually levied, only a bare confpiring or 
^ defign to levy war, which does not come widiin the idea of 
^ rcMIion; but if die confpiracy be either to kill die King, or 

* depofe him, and there is a confidtadon or conlpiracy to levy 

* war for that purpofe, it is High Treaibn." Speaking after^ 
wards of infurrecrions, he fays— >< If perfims do aAembie them- 
^ idrtSj and act with force in oppofition to fome law which 
^ diey diink inconvenient, hoping thereby to get it repealed, 
^ diis is levying of war and Treafon, but the purpofing and 
^ defigning to do it, is not fo." Then fuppofe a law actually 
to esdft wfaidi a nan, or any body of men, think inconvenient 
to themlelves, if diey take up arms, if they raife an infar* 
leaion for die purpofe of oppofing diat exifting law, that is 
High Treafon, that is levying war againft the King; but if they 
merely propofe to do fo; if they merely confolt how they may 
yaife an infurrecdon to oppofe an exifting law, Aat^ according 
9> die doctrine of diis cafe^ Yirihich never has been fludcen^ mS 
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which is adopted by Mr. Juftice Fofter, in his book| that is not 
High Treafon. Going on, he txysy ^ When men endeavour 
<* in great numbers, with force, to make .feme reformation of 
^ their, own heads, to make a reformation in the Government, of 
^ their own heads, without purfuing die methods of law } that 
« is a levyingwar and Treafon, if they aduaUydo it; but^ the 
^ propofii^ anddefigning it is not fe.*' Then compare dutwitb 
Ms refolation in Scotland, does it come to any thing more than 
a purpofo and deftgn, that, if a certain law fhould be paflfcd, diey 
would refift it. 

Now I will fuppofe, for arguments (ake, (though I do not 
admit it in point of fa£l}, that they meant to refift it by fecce i 
even it* they did mean to refift it by force, the confuldng how 
they (hould raife an infurrediion to refift it by force, if it was 
an exifting law, would not be High Treafpn, much left to con- 
fult how they may refift a law which has not yet pafled ; b tfaa^ 
reafontng a fortiori from this cafe of Sir John Frend, giving the 
fuUeft cSc€t to this proceeding in Scotland, it is impoffible to 
implicate thofc that come to that refolution in the crime of High 
Treafon ; they were profecuted only for amifdemcanor ; but tfat 
object is, to implicate perfons who only fent Delegates to tbif 
Society in High Treafon (not that I agree that Mr. Tooke did 
fo) though the Delegates them&lves were profecuted only for 
mifilemcaiiors, and that upon die beftof all grounds becaufe^ in 
point of law, the z& they did was not an aA of High Treafon^ 
inafmuch as the utmoft that they did was a confuldng how a law 
which might be paiTed fhould be refifted, whereas, the con- 
foldng how to raife an infurredion to oppofe an exifting law, 
upon the authority of this cafe^ v^ich has not been difputed, is 
not High Treafon, 

Gendemen^ the (ameobfervationsariib upon another aftwfaidi 
is imputed to Mr. Tooke, the adopting certain refoludons indiidi 
were pafled upon the judgment againft Gerald. Thefe refolutionSi 
refleding upon the judgment of the Court of Scotland, however 
improper you may think diem, however improper they may 
appear to the Bench that prefide in this cafe, thefe refoludons 
were not a^ of High Tieafoib and, d^er^fore^ diey da ntf 
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apply Co this caies but diere is another ftrong reafbn why Aey 
ilo pot apply to him, be was not prcfent at the time that they 
were paflecL It is in evidence to you that Gerald was prefent ; 
that Mr. Tooke, at the beginning of the meeting, was in the 
chair -, that he left the chair while thcfe refolutions were going 
on; and that Gendd himfelf, the man who was about to Aifier 
under that judgment^ Aung, I fliould iay, with the apprehcn- 
iiun of that judgment^ becaufe judgments had been paflcd with 
great feverity againft other Delegates, which he was complaining 
of, waiting for his trial, and ftung with apprchcnfion of fiich a 
judgment againft himfelf, he propofed and agreed to diofc rcfo- 
lutions, but Mr. Tooke had left the chiur, as appears from the 
books which they produce, though it does not appear in the re- 
port of the Secret Committee. 

Another crime imputed to Mr« Tooke is, that he has approved 
of Mr. Paine's works, and, I believe, Mr. Barlow's. He has 
&>; but, is a man anfwerable for every pafiage in a book to 
which he gives his approbation ? Docs not it appear to you, 
that this is a fair way of conft ruing fuch an zA of approbation 2 
See what the general principles of the man are, who approves ; 
fee what his grc:;t ohjtSt in life is i fee what his objed ia at the 
time that he approves, and, if you find in the book any prin- 
ciples tending towards that object, which is his profcficd one, 
which is proved to be his real one, thoie are the parts of the 
book to which his approbation muft apply, and not to the 
^ers. Now let us fee, in point of fa£t, how that comes out in 
other parts of this cafe. 

They called a witneis from Sbeficld; Painc*s work, you 
know, had been approved of at Sheffield: they qucftioued the 
witnefs as to his approbation of Paine ; what was the anfwer he 
gave; it was this; we were upon the Duke of Richmond's plan, 
and we approved as much of Paine's book as fell in with that 
plan ? and they ufed Paine's book as a means of promoting tljc 
pilan which they had of carrying the Duke of Richmond's pro« 
jeci into execution, but, it would be an abominable thing to 
fix men with all the principles contained in Pained book, as 
^iplicable to the Government of this Country, becauie they ap« 
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proved of the boolc, tvhcn they were purTuing a certain objed^ to 
the prorecution of which bbjeft,odier partsof die book contrilMr. 

Gentlemen, 70U hare a further explanatioii of this from a wit- 
neb called by Mr. Tooke himfelf, a gentleman at the Bar, Mr. 
May; he tells you, he has known Mr. Tooke feveial years; 
that he has been in his company in hours of conrivtality, and in 
ferious hours; when he had drank mudi wiiie^ and when he had 
been perfeftly fobcr — he fays he had a curiofity to know iiriiat 
Mr. Tookc's real (cntiments upon Government were; diathe 
himfelf had no communication with any of diefe Societies; he 
tells you he found Mr. Tooke alivays well attached to the King, 
and to the Ariftocracy, to the nobility of the Country; he d- 
ways expreffed himfelf ftrongly in tiieir favour; he converiied 
with him upon the fubjed of this book of Mr. Paine% and Mr. 
Tooke reprobated Mr. Paine's doflrine, with refped to Mo« 
narchy, as applicable to this Country; he always fkid that thb 
Country was not fit for a Republic ; conflantly held that conver- 
iation ; but he conflantly faid, that his objeA was a Parliamen- 
tary Reform, which, he thought, ought to be purfued in diis 
Country, by all good citizens, becaufe it was his judgment, dot 
it lA'ould tend to confirm, inflead of overturning the Conftitu- 
tion; he approved, therefore, of thofe parts of Paine*8 book 
which had that tendency ; but it is evident he difappioved of 
dsofe as applicable to the Englifli Government, which tended to 
die deftnidion of Monarchy. 

Now, out of all this together, out of this monftrous fiurago 
of papers, this addrels to the French Convention, the fubfcrip* 
tions, die Scotch Convention, the bufinefs of Gerald, the appro- 
bation of Paine and Barlow, upon which the lame obfervariont 
arife; out of all thcfe togedier, they by diey have colleded, tktf 
Mr. Tooke has confpircd with others to overturn the Govers- 
ment, and depofe the King^ holding out Parliamentary Relbna 
as a mere pretext to cover that underplot of his; that he con* 
fpired to depofe the King, and to overturn the Government, ani 
to do it by force, for it mufl be by force ; and it is ftatcd by die 
Solicitor General, m his opening, that what he charged Mr- 
Tookc with, is a confpiring to depofe the King, and bring about 
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Hat Jkpofidonbj fisrce to be ufed by himfelf^ or by others that 
wcfc to be emplojfed by hini« 

Oendenen, ivlat ferce hsve you any evidence of in this cafe f 
Will you cdOtEk bom this parcel ctf papers, from thefe addieflTcs^ 
from thefe circntiftaiices upon which, I confefs, I have been 
only able tomake genrral obienrations to yoa ; will you coIkA 
from them diat there was any prcjeA of force m foot ? That 
Mr. Tooke had it in his contemphtion to take ttp arms^ or put 
arms into the hands of any other perfons, when there is not a 
tittle of evidence upon die iiibjed? The charge againft hini 
cannot be proved, widioat proving an exifting or prepared force ^ 
Aere b no evidence of diis. Will you coHed this ? Will you 
infier this ? Will you believe diat which is not produced in evi« 
dence to yoo, merely for die purpofe of convidling a man ? I 
agree with what has been ftated by the Attorney General, and 
laid down by his Lordihip, on the laft trial ; that it is not ne- 
ceffiuj that the force (houM be adequate to the end ; that it Ihould 
be certainly fufficient to produce the purpofe to which it is 
fireded ; but I do infifl^ diat, in order to make you believe diat 
it was the objed of the prifoner to bring about a certain pur- 
pofe by force, there (hould be fome reafonable evidence given 
you, eidier diat fomething like force exifted, which he had it in 
bb power to ufe, or, that there was fomcdiing like prqnradon 
of Ibroe to be uied hereafter. Now, is diete any thing of diat 
fort in this cafe, and can you make any thing of the cafe witb- 
•ut force? 

Gentlemen, in cafes of dib fort, which have been tried, it 
generally happens, dnt diere has been fome pretender to the 
Crown, who wu ready with an army, to which die parties could 
attadi diemfilvcs ; in all the cafes Ihited from die State Triah^ 
there was a pretender to the Crown, there did exift plots in die 
Country, there were people to whom thofe who. fiivoured ihtf 
pretender's chim mig^t immediately attach themfelves ; if diere 
was not a force on foot in this Country, there was a fonee in a 
■eighbouring country, in France, in which the pretender re^ 
fided, ready to co-operate widi any here, for the purpofe of 
affifting bis preteafions to die Crown ; it was cmlible^ in that 
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cafe, that men who entered into confults againft the Govern- 
mcnt, had fuch views as might be imputed to ihttn^ becauie 
there was a force to which diey might attach themfelves ; but 
what is there of that fort here? Is there any force in thii 
Country? Are there any arms in the hands of any men in this 
Country, to whom theft* people, if they rofe, could poffibly 
attach themfelves ; if there v/as not, what pa-paraoon for force 
is there by which they might effect their own purpofes ? There 
is nothing in the world but twelve pike-flafFs, fpoksn to by the 
witncfs, Widdifon, from Shci&eld, which were made for the 
feif-pref'ervation of thofe who thought themfelves endangered 
by attacks made upon them there. So much for the force, 
which, if you do not believe to exifl in this cafe, it is impoffible 
you can convi£t the prifoner, becaufe, it is the eflential part of 
the cliargc ; as little have they made out any confpiracy to brixig 
about that end, which is imputed to him* 

Ic is charged agr4infl: Mr. Tooke, that he confpircd with 
fbnie who are named in the indifbncnt, with others who are 
not named) to depofc the King ; who are thofe perfons untk 
whom he confpired f One of them was Mr. Hardy ; he is with- 
drawn from die confpiracy ; the verdidl of a Jury has found 
Mr. Hard)', v/ho (bnds iirft upon this indidmcnt, the great 
leader of the coni'piracy, the Secretary of the mofl obnoxiout 
Society i that man, who is fuppofed to have been the Geneialit 
iimo of tho(e troops ; tlie manager of all this, whofe hand wis 
in every thing : Mr. Hardy has been acquitted by a Jury of his 
Country. 

The charge againil Mr. Tooke is, that he confpired widi 
Mr. Hardy, and others, to overturn the Government of dui 
Country, and to depofe the King. Hardy is placed in die front 
of the battle ; and if they had placed him firft in the indtdmenC 
by miftake, it was not neceflary that they fhould try him firft ^ 
for it is at the option of the Attorney General to try firft whom 
he pleafes. Hardy is brought forth the firfl man to be tried s 
did they not wifh to get a conviiEiion in the iirft cafe 2 Was it 
not, think ye, the great ob]e& of thofe who condu£l thefc pro- 
lecutions to fet out with one upon which dicy could get a ver- 
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AA^ Would k not liiftve been a great thing for them to htfvi 
laid tabfore the publki. and to hare laid before another Jury,, ite 
judgment of Ids convidioni- if Hardy had been convi&edf— 
Has it lot bted dettmimed^ in this cafe, that the judgment ef 
the acquittal of Hmijf is evidence ? Can it be faid that if he 
hid been otevided the judgment of his convi^on would not 
have been evidence agauift Mr. Tookef Had they not, tbere^ 
fixe, every motive^- every inducement^ to bring forward iirft 
their ftrongeft cafe; the cafe on whkh diey moft relied ; the 
man on iriiom they could fix every diingf the man whom they 
hjppoM to be cenlieAed'iR the inmoft councils of all thole 
other imputed conipirators ? — Do not you believe that iti the 
jlii%nicm of thofe who conduct this profccution) Mr* Hardy's 
*aB the ftrongeft cafe ? l^hat he was the prince of confpirators t 
That he was^ as they believed, the leader of all the otherfr-* 
At perfori who fet adl this fuppofed mifchief on feot ? Would 
not it have been dinned in your eafs^ if Hardy had been con^ 
viStodj that one ftep of this indidkment was proved ; that the 
dhm^i againft Mn- Tooke is that he confpired with Mr. 
Hardy, and Mn Bonney, and Mn Joyce, and a great many 
oAert I that in- ^tting one convi<Slion they had proved that 
Acre was>a^cortfpiracy on foot in the Country; that Mr. Hardy, 
te' Secretary of one of thefe Societies, was at the hend of the 
vtm^viracy ; diat he was the man widi whom Mr. Tooke had 
canneded himfelf ? Should we not have heard from every man 
on the other fide of the tables if they could be pc/mittcd to 
(peak, that their great bufinefs was done ; that there was nQ 
dbubt of the cxiftence of the conTpiracy; that here was a Jury 
•f twelve honeft men of the Country, to whofe care the life of 
die prifoner had been committed^ and they, like honeft men, 
feeling for the^irifoner) but feeling alfo for their Country, bad 
felt themfdves bouAd, upon the evidence produced, to fay, upofi 
iheir oaths^ that Mr. Hardy, the confpiracor with Mr. Tooke 
upon diis cafe, was guilty of High Treafon^ that therefere the 
tttffpiracy itfelf exifted to the extent to which it was chargdd; 
Ikat the vcrdid- of die Juify^ and odnvipftioft oi Haidy^- OieM^ed 
. .Vol. IL P this; 
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thhi anJ that the only ftep now remaifling, was to (hew du! 
Mr. I'ooke was concerned in that confpiracy i 

Gentlemen, I borrow all thefe arguments, in fiivouf of Mr. 
Tooke, from the acquittal of Mr. Hardy. I fiiy that Mr. 
Hardy, ftatcd to be a joint confpirator with Mr. Tooke, im** 
plicated in the whole of the bufinefs, has been tried by a Jury of 
his Country; that Jury ill conduced themfelves in rint caufe, if 
they were not moved by the addrcTs of the very eloquent and 
learned gentleman who now is leaving the Court, if they were 
not moved by his adSlrefs to feel a ftrong fenfe of die dutj nrfiidi 
they owed to the public, as well as to the prilbncr. They did feel 
it. They felt likewife that it was their duty not to find a fel- 
low fubjeA guilty of High Treaion, unlefs Ac proof agunft 
him was, in the language of the law, plain, direA, and manifeft. 
Upon the proof, produced againft Mr. Hardy, they were of 
opinion that he was not a confpirator with Mr. Tooke; dut 
there did not exift a conipiracy, in which Mr. Tooke and Mr. 
Hardy, and thofe other pcrfons combined, to overturn the Con- 
ftitution, und depofc the King ; and therefore they acquitted Mr» 
Hardy, l^he verdidl of acquittal, which has aUblved Mr. 
Hardy from the charge which lay againft him, abfidves Mr. 
Tooke from that part, at leaft, of the charge brought againft 
him, which llates that he confpired with Mr. Hardy to orertura 
the Government. Mr. Hardy, the man whom they have hnNight 
forward in the front of the battle, is an innocent man ; and 6^ 
l truft, you will find the gentleman, who now ftandt at the bar, 
to be. 

But, Gentlemen,' in proof of this confpiracy, in whidi Mr. 
Tooke is flated to have participated with Hardy, Hardy is not 
wthe only pcrfon with whom he is ftated to have participated; Mr. 
Sharpe is another; he is not one of the unknown tnitorSi bill 
he is ftated, on the indi£bnent, to be one of thofe perfons widi 
whom Mr. Tooke, and the others, confpired to overturn tfat 
Government, and depofe the King. I will not repeat to you 
all the obfervations that I made upon the fituation in yM^ 
Mr. Sharpe ftood; certainly every thing that pafled, he knew, 
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tfnd certainly none of die others could be traitors if Mh Shirpe 
was not ; and yet Mr. Sharpc, caUed by the prorccutor, and 
crofs-exanuBed by us, dates to you in terms, that Parliamentary 
Reform was die mere, die fiile obje£l which Mr. Tooke^ and 
the reft had ; that there was no idea, in any of them^ of doing 
diat vriiich is imputed to them in this indidoient, of oyerturn-* 
ing the Government by force ; diat they never had any projeA 
of force ; that no fuipicion e\'er entered his mind that any man 
nf the Society had any notion of employing force \ that the real 
cbjeSt was^ as I ftated. Reform, and no other. So it ftands 
upon the force, fo it ftands upon the confpiracy, and this is a 
dni^ againft Mn Tooke, that he conlpired, with others, to 
•vcrtum this Government by forces 

I think die profecutor*s witnefles hare negatived the force ; I 
diiak the profecutor's witnefles have negatived the conQ>iracy } 
T think this cafe required no anfwer from Mr. Tooke -, that was 
my judgment^ and I told him fo c I believe it was aUb the judg^ 
■ent of my learned friend; that where a direct diarge is 
troi^t againft a man, diat he has confpired) by force, to do a 
prdcular thing, where it is proved by the witnefles, who are 
bmif^t forward to prove diat charge againft him, that no forcc^ 
cidBdl, diat no prcjed of force eidfted ; where it is proved like- 
wift hy thofe witnefles, that the perfons, who had met together, 
hid hoc the defigns imputed to them ; but that the}- had the odier 
defign, wbkh the prifoner himfelf iays he entertained, a Par- 
Sunentary Reform, and merely a Parliamentary Reform. I 
ddnk the profecutor*s cai^ is fo anfwered and negatived by his 
oim witnefles, that it calls for no anfwer from the prifoner, 
that was, and that is my judgment upon the cafe : yet ftill for die 
iatisfiiQion of the world, for the (atisfadion of the Court, for 
dhe fiitisiadiofi of you, who fit on the Jury, and for the £uis- 
^lOQ of thofe who hear diis caufe, and for the future fopport 
€f the chara&er of the gentleman who ftands at the bar, he 
took upon himfelf the proof of the affirmadve, he boldly fteppe4 
feward and (aid:— — * 

The charge againft me is, diat Parfiamenlary Reform was a 
i pretext; diat wbcn I igid I meant a Refoon ia Parlia- 
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mcnt, I did not mean it, that I meant fomewhat elfe : they hat© 
raked into all the paflages of my life, they have endeavoured to 
prove by a hundred different a^ with many of which I am 
not aiFcacd, that my real obje£l was not a Parlianicntary Re* 
form ; they have not proved that which they undertook to 
provi?, and whidi they muft prove before you can cxmiviA me, 
that I confpired with others to depofe the King ; they have put 
their cafe, that either I did dial, or I meant Parliamentary Re« 
form ; and, by putting it in that way, they have given me aa 
opportunity, which I am ghd diey have given mc, of fhewing, 
by evidence, what I did mean. I will let you into die whole 
of my charader ; I will let you into the whole Gourfe of my 
lilxr ; I will call thofe who have ften me in public and in pri- 
vate ', I will Ihcw you what I have done at puUic meetings 
where there were many who could prove how I a£fced ; I viB 
fhew you what I have laid, and done, before thofe who weie in 
my confidence, and who, if I had any finifter defigns, muft have 
difcovered them > I will Liy my whole life before you^ as fitf 
back as the meniory of man can go ; and in order to fliew diat 
Reform was my real objed, and that it was not a mere prettxt| 
I will fbew you that my hmguage, my writings^ mj a&i and 
conduct, do all nianifeftiy teftify, that my opinion has coaftaiidy 
been that the reprefcntation in the Houfe of Co um wa. AooU 
be reformed; I have had that^ and that only objefl^ in view j 
(and Mr* Tooke is proved to you, by many witneftsi to be a 
man firm, fteady, and inflexible in his opinions) I will pRWC 
to you, he fays, as far back as memory can go, as lar badtai 
any of my acquaintance, that are living, can fpeak, tint didi 
have conftantly been my opinions^ and that I have unifonal^ 
adcd upon them. With rcSpcSt to defigns that I may he fip 
pofed to entertain againft the King and the- NohiUty o£ die 
Country, and which I ihudder at die mention of, I will .flHW 
you from that fame condu£^, puMic and private, from thole lime 
confidential (riend-s that die King has never been mentipnai if 
me, except with regard, with eftccm, and with reverences Ml 
I have always fpoken of die Nobjlity of diis Country^ as a 
4M)dy of men yAq ought to be ikpfoOfsii diaC my coa^plM* 
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have always beea direded againft that which they now are dU 
re&ed againft, namely, what I conceived to be a corrupt and 
imperfefi repiefentation of die people in the Commons Houfir 
of Parliament I that the reformation of that comiptioni the re* 
medy of that eWl, is the obje& I have conftantly purfued^^aml 
ifaat I have piufiied no other. ■. 

I will bf^ng yott tfaea- down to Ac later ads of my life ; | 
wiD dies bring yo^ ;icquatnted withjne for pst laft three or four 
yoarsi the titte when I am fuppofed to be. .pbtting'^^fais fBonfpi- 
raqri IwiU.ihew, that by all the piil^liq aBt$ diat Lhave partici* 
jpated ib dukuig diat time, by many pcivatc cpnverfation^ by 
many cftnfidential cOmmmSicaliolls to fri|pnd^» tfpat fi> late- as tl^ 
hdkttro or thxps y^ears, at Which time I jiave i>een;. fupfHrfiri !• 
I» l^loitvng ihis horrid ponfpimcy, my langliagf jias been did 
fiihe, unifomly, to afl who knew nte; thtt my objed was Par- 
tamenibny Rtfotiii, a ReftMrm in die Holife of Commons, bn 
m where elie. 

Geritlemeoi for du$ puTpofe Mr. Tooke did <»11 witneile«^-^ 
The firft, you will recoiled, was a gendeman of great honour^ 
lliyor Cartwright : he tdd yOu that he had known Mr» Tooke 
it/immfAY for die fpace of fixteen years ; now that is a reafon-i 
Mjjikig period to make oole's (elf acquainted widi the real 
dl%hi03os and objeds of a man; he tells you he nevet met with 
9 mill in his life who was more fteady, more firm, and more in- 
llHilJi in die opinions that he once entertained ; and the Majot 
hii.gr^ reifon to by fo, for he differed with him in opinion i 
hi k was more likely to ftrike him than a mah who had not 
Jhtcnreumftance to lead him fo the obfervation* 
'Jit Aould have ftated tKat the firft circumflance wh'ieh the 
Ifijjk fpeaks to, is the general obje£t of the Conftitutional So* 
he was one of the fathers, one of die inftitutors of it; 
httbwn it from its iniUtution ; and he ftates to you, in 
terms, that die only objed of the Society, during all the 
he knew iC^ was a Reform; (I mean always by Reform, k 
in die Houie of Cpmmons) for that purpofe it was in- 
wd adl its meafUres had been dire£ied to diat objefi, tiU 
'|i H'qie when he went into die country, and therefore at* 
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tended it no more in the year 1793* He Is aflud what Mr. 
Tooke's opinions, with reJTped to the King, and die Nobilitf 
are ; he tells yon in terms^ and his declaration is drawn from 
die refult of an infinite number of converiations with Mr. 
Tooke, and a confidential knowledge of him for fixteen ycxn^ 
he tells you that he conftantly held dmt a refcrosition in the 
Houfe of Commons was the only diing wantqd to make our 
Conftitution perfedi that hcalways expreflbd himfitf with the 
greateft degree of efteem and reverence for the King ; he al* 
ways eaqprefled himfelf attached to the Nobility of the Country, 
and direded his complaint againft nothing but the Houfe of 
Commons ; he diiFered firom Mi^or Cartwrigfat upon the mode 
of this Reform, but ftill his objcA was only Refem ; M^or 
Cartwright was of opinion Alt UniveifiJ Svflfrage was Aa beft 
fubftitution that could be made for the prefent repreftntatioa i|i die 
Houfe of Commons ) Mr. Tooke diiagroed with him ; he toU 
him fo i he debated the point with him more than -onoe^ Jdajor 
Cartwright relied upon Locke ; Mr. TODkc toU him he thov^t 
he miftook the fcnfe of Locke, or, I believe, not that he oiiiloQk 
the fenfe of Locke, but that he thought the principle laid^dqwn 
by Locke, upon which :MaJQr Cartwright founded hia opioioni 
was a faUe principle 1 that though he had great reipeft for fogicat 
a man as Locke ; a man to the admiration of whQmMr,TodBB^t 
underftanding muft often have led him, yet he did. not dunk 
Locke had formed a juft <^inion upon that fubjeft: then dicy 
agreed upon this \ jrou are for Univerial Suffrage^ I Amt a Ri^fenn 
in Parliament, but ihort of Univerfal Suffrage s we will travel 
together as well as we can ( and he compared dieir fituatioa to 
diat of two men in a Windfiir ftage-coach, one of wham 
wanted to go to Windfor, and the other ta ftop at Houaflow; 
Mr. Tooke thought a certain Reform in Barliamchta good 
thing, but he would go no further on that road than Ifounflan^ 
he would ftop there: M^or Cartwright^ wha was.for. Uoiverfid 
Suffrage, would go on to Windfor. Surely there h 
criminal in this political journey to HounflOw: in die 
ftage-coach, with a man who is going on to Windfor ; 
joumies have been performed by many wfaofe.condufi^ I m 
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fore, lias ndt bden lepibbated on chat a(Miint. 'You recollect 
that at many of dide meetings (I refer to the meetings of Mr. 
Pitt, when he was a friend to Parliamentary Reform) he had 
thofe with him who were for tTntverfal Suffrage, and yet he 
thought no harm in adhering to them, or rather calling diem 
under his banner, far die purpofe of producing the Reform 
which he wiflied, and which Mr. Toolce wiihed for, not mean- 
ing to go on with diem to Windfer, but meaning that diey 
fliouM help him on to Hounflow ; that, therefore, which was not 
criminal in one man cannot be criminal in another'; and I do not 
diink it can be imputed to Mr. Tooke, diat this )>ardAl journey 
which he meant to make, with Major Cartwrighr, up to the 
extent of that Reformation which he, Mr. Tooke, intended^ 
can be criminal, aldiough Major Cartwright might mean to go 
a little further for the purpofe of introducing Unirerial Suf* 
YiTige. 

Gentlemen, this is die account that Major Cartwright, from 
an acquaintance of (ixteen years, gives of Mr. Tooke — that he 
was attached to the Kii^ and to the Nobility, and that his only 
•bjeA was a Reform in Parliament ; and yet the cafe pretended 
t^ be proved a^inft him in this caufe is, that he wiflies to over- 
turn the Conftitution ; that he wifties to depofe the King ; and 
dMt^ Reform in Parliament is a mere pretext. 

Gentlemen, when did this pretext begin? We have gone 
dvoi^ (iicteen years of his life by Major Cartwright, and dur- 
ing all dits time thi^ man is uniformly holding the feme Ian- 
gua^ — that the King is to be fupported — diat the Nobility ar» 
to be fupported; and that for die fupport of the King — for 
die fupport of the Nobility, in his judgment, it is better that 
diere ftiould be a Reform in the Houfe of Commons ; becaufe 
he thinks that by that Reform in the Houfe of Commons, the 
whole Conftitution will be more perfeft than it is at prefent. 

Gendemen, I come now to feme of the public a£b of Mr. 
Tooke ( who, if he has been confpiring againft the Crown, has 
aftcd, I think, the ftrangeft part that any confpirator for that 
purpofe ever did aft. I wtU, as far as I am able, lay his wholo 
Bfe, public and private, before your view; I will ibcw him 
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doing public zEts in the ytar X-7$o, in tht-ymxs I jilt i/^S* 
1788, 1790, I think in the ^ear 17939 ,v^ich ihew moft de- 
cidedly that his real objed was a Parlijunentary ILeform in that 
branch of the Legiilature which we call the Houfe of Com^ 
mons. 

The firft public aA I (hall (hew is in the year i73o. You 
will iind it proved, by referring to the notes you niay have 
taken, or to your memory of Uie evidence, that fo long ago as 
the year 1 7 80 afTociations were held, and afTociatipns of Del&* 
grates I think, for the purpofe of bringing about a Parliamentary 
Reform ; that there were Delegates from different towns and 
counties in this Kingdom* Mr. Sheridan proved, that at thcie 
meetings Mr. Toolce attended ; th^t at thefe meetings his objeft 
was not to raife confufton in the Government«-p^ot to ftir up 
an infurredion againft the exifting powers*— not to overture the 
Crovcrnment and to depofe the King, as is imputed to him by 
this indi£lment, but his objeA was, a Heform in the Houie of 
Commons; he joined with thofe others whole objects wens 
iinuiar. Thefe Delegates met frequently; Mr, Tookp mel 
with them ; and conftantly and uniformly did he, at 9JI tbt6 
meetings, declare his object tQ be ft Reform in di^ ConoioqB 
Houfc of Parliament. So fair we get then, that this gcntleipaiii 
whofe opinions arc fo fteady and inflexible that nothing cs|n turn 
tiiem, did, for fixteen years of his life, by the tfiftioiony of 
Major Cart Wright, entertain thefe opinions j that iu cbe year 
I7^^y by many- public acts he committed himfelf qpon them, he 
Aewed to the public that his object .was merely a Refdfa in 
the Commons Houfe of Parliament : .fo much for .the yeaf 1780, 
In the year 1781 tlwre were no public afis in which Mr, 
Tookc Diurticipated. The year 178a was .tile time wfatq Mr, 
Pitt broujtht lorunrd his projcft fbr a Reform in the IfeiAferf 
Coinmonb ; and vou will tind from Mr. Piu's telHmoiiy-F-fraiQ 
Ihc tdtiinony 01" iht- Duke of Richmond— from rfic teftiaony 
4)f Mr. Sheridan, and iiKiny others, that Mr. Took^ ^ttendql 
conilantly at ihefc meetings j that he cocdbndy Aippgrli 
cd, iMt ilie pr^ka o: Umvcrfal Suffrage wi^h *c D^ ^ 
Kiihinond, who w.i* preiiuiK a fcvcna of tbcfs inc^tin^ H 
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^i^efaofe houfe one of tbem I think was held, but that he vnSbicA 
for (bmethix^ ihart of that; that lie conftaiitly attached hinifelf 
to Air. Pitt| and followed him through his political life up to a 
certain point; he wi(bed for that Reform which Mr. Pitt wUhiid 
fv>r| and affifted Mr. Pitt to the utoiofl: of his power in obtain.- 
iug that Reibrm: to vnich ior the public conduct of Mr. T^ko 
as £u- a$ arUea out of Jus couduA at the general meetings ia 
the year ijSa. In.thsitianie year, alter Mr. Pitt's motion in 
the Houfe of Commons for a Reform had bten thrown out«^ 
that motion cpidiich Mc« Tooke fo ardently wifbed fuccefs, 
and (he ill fuccefs of which he fo much regretted->«Mr. l^ooke 
addreiies.a letter to a learned gentleman, whofe lofs in the pro* 
fcffiooy ^nd iu chat Houfe of Parliament of which he was an 
ornament^ we (ball always regret— 4ie wrote a letter to the late 
Mr. Duooing upon this fubji^ct, a .private letter at firft, but 
afterwards puhliihed, Let us fee now when this [dan of Mr« 
PtCt'ft was thrown out«-*when the majority of the Houfe of 
Coounons declared. (hemfelves. of a different opinion; let us fee 
Vbfthf r Mr. Tooke appears, to have a^d like a man with whom 
Parjiaoientary Keform was a mere preteKt> or whether it waa 
ijtally the objt^A of his miiylt I fludl not go through all die 
ports of the letter, it has been read before ; but in anfwer to 
(bmc of thofe objedions which have been railed in the Houfe of 
Commons \o this plan, he fays, ^ I truft that there are very few 
^ perfons in this Country who defire fo improper and impra^* 
" cable a meafure as UnivprC^ Suffrage ; but if there were 
'f many, the wifdopn of Parliament would correct their plaii> 
^ and the porre^l^ would be wcU pleafed at the correctioiu" 
• Now, Gentleman, that circumftance confirms the evidence 
which all (he other witnef&s have given in this (^aufe, that Mr« 
I^ooke i^ ft QMQ fteady> inflexible, and perfevering in his prin-r 
^ipies i ihat he .i&. not a wavering man t and it was to this point 
that many of the witnefTcs were queftioned, For you fee, from 
the beginning of his political life, be thinks that a Re&>rm in 
PftriiwieilC i^'li Ital good 9 be thinks^ likewifc, that to go to the 
kngdi «f Univerfrl SuSrtge would be a real evil ; and you find 
kim mitum\j mi ttautil/ puifuiiig that £uxie coadud through 
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to be placed high, brillbittand independent— This is the man 
to whfom it 18 imputed chat he would ftrip the Nobles of their 
ncAility, and jet be fays, ^ let the Arifiocracy, uncnvicd, enjoy 
^ their full and h onour a Me proportion of influence, to which 
^ they are juftly entitled, in the State." So much for the No- 
bilicy, whom he wifliti not to difplace, but to fccurc in the 
pofleiEon of ihofe honours which the Conftitution has given 
them ; ^ but let them oe^fe as a fe<5tion to ihackle the hands of 
^ tiieir Soverefgiiy whilft th^y debafc and plunder his fub« 
•Ejects." 

Is that Tnaibn f Is it Treafon agatnft the King to ofier a 
wifli that die Ariftocracy of the Country may fufFer die King 
to hold that authority, to poflefs that weight in the Conftitution 
^vhich bdoags to his ofli«e f Muft it be attributed to Mr. 
Tooke that he wifhes to pull down the Nobility, becaufe be 
dcfifcs that they (hall not (haek^e the hands of their Sovereign^ 
«vfaije Afiy debafe and plunder his fubjects ? And is it to be 
amputBd to him that he wifhes to dcpofe the Monarch, when in 
Ae fonatr jcntence of diis very work he ftatcs, that the prero- 
giative of the Crown is glorious to the Monarch and beneficial to 
the fiibjectf Would a man like Mr. 7'ooke who had committed 
Umfelf to die public ia this manner, have turned (hort round, 
have fumed againft diat Monarch whofe prerogative he ftatcs to 
be ib glorious to himielf and beneficial to the (ubject ? Would 
he have turned againft dutt Ariftocracy of wliom he fays-* 
* Let dw Ariftocracy enjoy their full and honourable propor- 
'^ tioQ of influence! which the Conftitution has given them." ? 
-Would he hare ihordy turned round upon thefe illufhious cha. 
racters, and would be have coofpired to have taken from the one 
their hoooun^ and from the other his life ? 

GeodemeOi Mr. Tooke entertaias, I know not whether 
fingulary but I think exceedingly well-founded opinions, l^hefe, 
I knoWy are his seafimings upon the fubjcct of the difterent 
branches of die Lcgiflature ; he is of opinion that the King, as 
well as the people q£ diis Country, are reprcfentcd in die Con- 
ftitution; that diey are reprefentcd by thofe who are refponfible 
ftr their acts * <f^ po i ifible ti thofe who appoint dxm to the 
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tikt Itfaig;.-diej do noc leave him that fall exerclfe of his pre^. 
rogative whidi he ought to have. He refers all the evils which 
he thinks exift 'in tbc'Codiitutioa to the defeat in the rspn- 
fcntation of die Hodfe of Commons } he does not go along 
with, I had almoft fiud, the wildncis of thofe who- are for Uni-* 
ver£d Suffrage, but he thinks a more equal reprcfentation of the 
people ihould be admitted into the Houie of Commons ; and 
that, if tbat was. introduced into the Houfe of Commons, it 
woidd renxedy aU the evils of which he aiid others complain. 

Gentlemen, I have ftated to you tiiofc public acls of Mr. 
Tooke ia the year 1780 and 1782. The next ftep which was 
taken towards Parliamentary Reform, by any bodies of men in 
this Kingdom, was in the year 1785 ; you have as witneflcs to 
them my Lord Stanhope and Mr. W") vill. Mr. Pitt had then a 
fecond time prapokd a Parliamctitary Reform in the Houic oC 
Conmions ; he had been defeated. You find that at this meet- 
ing in 1785 Mr. Tookf agaia attended ^ at more than one 
Bieecing, imfaed, in 178s, he attended ; true to his principles, he 
was ftill ao advocate for Parliamentary Reform — for a Pariia- 
■lentary Reform fhort of Univerial SufFragc-^e was ftill a 
liipporter of Mr. Pitt's plan for a Parliamentary Reform ; and 
at the tioie when dus fecond propoful of Mr. Pitt's in the Houfa 
of Commons had been thrown out, when a fubfcquent meeting 
was held, I believe, by Mr. Wyvill, there was a propofal for 
a^imving Mr. Pitt's plan of a moderate Reform ; the propofal 
was negatived ;. but Mr. Tooke, ftill adhering to the principlei 
wUch.he has always profefled, i^-as ftill of opinion that a Re»* 
bna was ncceffiuy, but that Univerial Suffrage was a bad 
dung. Though that plan of Refonn was negatived by thofit 
who wiftied for a larger Reform, Mr. Tooke, it is ftated both 
by Mr. Wyvill and my Lord Stanhope, voted for that. Re- 
form. 

The next period at which Mr. Tooke is brought to yoiir 
view is In the year 1788. That was a time when the affection 
of the fubjeA towards the Monarch, if he entertained any, was 
likely to be called forth; when the nadon was lamenting a 
vdamitj by which then: Sovereign was afflicted* At the amiU 
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was the nature of tbofe relblutions that were propofed ? I can- 
not ftate them particularly, becaufe I am properly informed by 
tbe Court that die rcfolutions tfaemfelves are not in evidence ; 
but at that critical juncturr,^ vvhen every man adhered to one 
party or odier, when this meeting was held ; when people dif- 
tinguiihed themfdves by an uiuform from thofe whom they 
thought to entertain contrary opinions ; when the infcripcion on 
their coats was King and Conftitution, what were the refoln- 
tions that were padfed, what the nature of them, and who the 
perfon who propofed them ? 

Gentiemeny Mr. Tocdce ftood forward on that occailon, and 
propofed the refdutions, be they wh:<t they will, that were 
pafled at that time. I am (brry that it is not in my power to 
lay the refolutions themfelves before you, becaufe I think they 
breathe fuch a fpirit of loyalty as muft expel from all minds all 
poffibk fufpicion that fuch a man could entertain defigns againft 
the Sovereign ; that was the time at which, if he had entertained 
any fuch defigns, diey would have appeared ; that was the pe- 
jiod at which his affection or di&ffection was likdy to be called 
Ibrd^ and yet be is the man who attends this meeting, who af- 
Ibctates himfelf with fuch men as you have heard proved did 
attend it, who brings forward refolutions at that meeting, tefli- 
fying the loyalty not only of himfelf, but ofiering a fort of teft 
to the reft, who were prefent, of their loyalty to the King, and 
their attachment to the Conftitution. After this, I think, I 
need fey no more of the year 1788, when Mr. Tooke not only 
was a loyal man, but diftinguifiied himfelf from thofe who were 
diought to be odierwife, by his public attachment to the per- 
fim of die King, declared in relblutions read, and offered by 
himfelf, at a public meeting. 

The next public act of Mr. Tooke*s liie^--and I ftate all that 
are in evidence, I wilh diere were more, becaufe I am fure if 
dierc Hferemore, all would oontribute to the feme end— 4S in the 
year 179^ when a meeting was called for the celebration of the 
anniverfery of the Frendi Revolution : and jrou will recollect 
dttt^ at ^lat time, the French Revolution was in its infancy. 
Mr. Sheridan was the peribn who called that meeting, and be told 



you, in his evidence, that a rdblution had been agineedon bcfewi 
hand, between him and fome of his friends, and the words of 
the refolution I will read to you — ^ That this meeting dos 
^ mod cordially rejoice in the eltablifhinent and confinnation <f 
^ liberty in France ; and Aat it beholds, wid) peculiar fiitisfiiD- 
f^ tion, the fcntimcnts of amity and good will which appear t» 
<^ pervade the people of that Country towards this Kingdom^ 
*^ efpecially at a time when- it is the nunifeft intereft of bodk 
*^ States that nothing ihould interrupt that harmony winch at 
^^ prefcnt iubfifls between them, and which is fo eiientiaUy !»• 
^ ceflary to the freedom and happtnefs not only of the Fwnch 
^^ nation, but of all mankind." 

Now, Gentlemen, while we have fo much of the Ffendi 
a (Fairs in this bufuiefs, let us fee what part Mr. Tooke takes upoft 
this occafion; he approved of this reibluuon ; he thought it a 
proper one; he rejoiced in the French Revolution^ as far as it 
affected the Country to which that Revolution applied, but did 
not wifh that any part of it fliould be applied to this Country ; 
he did not wifh to diiTcminate an opinion in this . Country that 
any revolution was wanting here ; he therefore, after a Ifeecb 
in which he flated, as is proved by Mr. Sheridan, that the vcffil 
of the P'rench. Government was fo decayed and bulged^ diat it 
was incapable of repair ; that a revolution tlicrefiare was ae» 
cefTary in that Country, but the vefTcl of our Govemment wm 
riding proudly over the fea; that her main timbers were all 
found ; that fhe poficfTed a vigour in her Conflitution which wn 
uniaipaiied> fhc might want fome correction, but the- CouftitiS' 
tion itfelf was found ; (I pretend not to repeat the words, bnt 
that was tlie fubftance of Mr* Tooke's fpeech) he proofed si 
amendment to the motion, but the amendment was thrown oi4 
bccaufe the motion ha^d been aigrecd on before ; and then Mr. 
Tooke propoied an original motion, wl]«iakJ •wmre&d.to)<DU« 
. ^^ That tbismeetipg ^kfi c<^at fiici^factioti that the fiibjccs 
^ o£ £oglaad> by iJ^ -.virtuous exertions of their anccfUra^ hsve 
*< npt ib arduous a .taflc toj^form as the French have kad».:buC 
<^ have only, to maiotKin sad to improve the Coiiititation dxir 
u aaeeibrs trauibiitted to them/' This is ia thejrear 1790^ 
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tnd yet i( is iihputed to- Mr. Tooled that he is 3r plotter to OVdr^ 
turn d)at Government ; to depofe that King, of whom he fpeak^ 
in the terms which haVe been ftatcd to you ; to introduce Frchdl 
principles- of anardiy into diis Country^ when at a meeting for 
tfie purpofe of celebrating the French Revolution, left it fliould 
be mifunderftood by ill judgbig people that fuch Was the defign 
of the meeting, he ftates in terms that the Conftitution is what 
he always has faid it was, what falls in with the conftant and 
uniform tenor of his conduS and converfation, that Ae* Confti- 
tution of this Country is firm and unimpaired ; that it is matter 
Df fatisfaftton for the fubjeds of this Country that the^ people of 
England, by the virtuous exertions of their anceftors, have not 
b«niuous a taik to perform as the French have had, but have only 
DO maintain and to improve the Conftitution which their anceftors 
tnuifmitted to them; that ConfUtution, in the admiration of 
irhich almoft all the ^public a&s and deckradons of Mr. Tooko 

MMflflft. 

The laft a£l-^I know not whether to call it an aft. It is not 
b properly called a public a<ft — the laft a<ft of Mr. Tooke's 
liiei^ as coimected with other perfons, that is given in evidence, 
WK in the year 1793; I mean his conveHation with Mr. Francis* 
Yoik will recollect that this is at die time when Mr. Tooke was 
ibppofed to be plotting and confpiring againft the Govertunent. 
Ifr. Francis had brought into Pariiament a Bill fi3r a Reform 
■I the Houfe of Commons; knowing, the learning, of Mr. 
Tooke, knowing how well acquainted he was with fubjects of 
Ms fort, he communicated his plan to him, and defired fuch re- 
tam of communication as Mr. Tooke might be able to fiirnifh. 
V^at vwis the conduct of Mr. Tooke upon that occafion ? 
Does he fiiy diis is not going far enough ? Docs he difapprove 
Df this ? Does he there fall in with that project of Univerial . 
Suffrage, which moft unquefHonably,. if Mr. Tooke had had 
ihit confpiracy in Krs mind which is imputed to him iii this in- 
dictment, would have carried him much nearer to the accom- 
pKffiment of it i Suppofe, for a moment, that Mr. Tooke's 
plm was really to overturn the Government, but that he did not 
irifli-to hold out this to the public, and therefore he vvould pro- 
- Vol. IL Q^ fc& 
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prefcrvation dl the other bnuiches of it, and has always declared 
that an attempt to introduce a different mode of Government 
into this Country, would be fatal to its exiftence. That this 
has been the general condud of Mr. Tookej that thefe have 
been his general opinions; that this has not, as it is ftated by 
the gentlemen on the other fide, been a mere pretext, muft be 
evident to you from the teftimony which I have ftated. 

But, Gentlemen, there is alfo another witnefs whom he has 
called to the general tendency of his condu£t, and to his general 
character ; a gentleman, of whofe learning and whofe integrity 
it is unneceflary for me to (ay any thing, becaufe they are 
auich above my praife, and can receive no addition from it ; I 
nean the Bifliopof Gloucefter. His Lordihip tells you that he 
bs known Mr. Tooke intimately for forty jrears; that their 
icquaintance commenced at College, where they were fellow 
Indents, that not only their acquaintance, but their intimacy, 
im continued fxnce; he is queftioned particularly and boldly, 
lod in the voice of an innocent man, by Mr. Tooke, as to what 
Iv knows, or what he has reafon to think, of Mr. Tooke's po« 
Ikical opinions ; he fays he never knew Mr. Tooke vary in his 
political opinions at any time; he has known him intimately, 
|foa will obferve, and he never collected from any act of his 
life, from any declaration of his in the confidence of friendfhip, 
dnt he was hoftile to any political or religious eftablifhment in 
^ Country ; he fays that his habits of life were thofe of a 
Badious man, that he was engaged moftly in books ; that he^ 
Ihe Biihop, had frequently affifted him with rare books which 
ICr. Tooke had occafion for in the profecution of a literary 
Mrk ; that he was much concerned in grammatical reiearches $ 
■d then being afked, whether, from die whole courfe of his 
Me, from the intimacy that fubfifted between them during the 
kft forty years, he had any reafon to think that Mr. Tooke 
ner entertained a thought of confpiring againft the King, or the 
Qovernment, he fays, ** No—certainly not." 

•Gentlemen, you will recollect that in going through the • 
ptfxier's cafe, I undertook only to fhew to you, and it was all 
te it could lie upon me to (hew, that vAax it is admitted has 
Q^% always 
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always been held out by him as his object— a Parliamentary 
Reform was not a mere pretext; have I not (hewn you thai 
moft iatisfactorily; have I not carried you through die whole 
courfe of his life, as far back as I could go ? Beginning forty 
years back with the Bifhop a{ Gloucefter, I bring him down 
to Major Cartwright, who knew him fixteen years back. Then 
we come to the year 1780; I communicate to you every public 
act in which he has ever partaken; I call to you his private 
friends, who have all been in a ftate of intimacy with him. I 
leave no period of his life unaccounted ibr ; I afked particu« 
larly for thefe laft three years, for I called five or fix witnefles 
who have known him during that time, and they all concur in 
telling you that he has had one plain, uniform, fteady plan, a 
Reform in Parliament up to a certain pitch. Not only dut he 
never went the length of a confpiwcy to overturn the Govern- 
ment, or to depofe the Kmg, but fo inflexible was he, dut he 
never would lend himfelf to thofe who wifhed to go fiinher 
than himfelf; he never could be carried over to the opinions of 
thofe, who, wifhing with him for a Parliamentary Reform, wifhed. 
to carry it further than he did, up to Univcrfal Suffr^e. Then 
how can it be contended that this perfon, oi whofe life I have 
given you this hiftory, who has conilaiitly made the fame, evil 
the fubje6l of his complaint, who has always ftated the remedy 
for that evil to be a moderate Parliamentary Refonn in the 
1-loui'c of Commons. With what face can it be alledged that 
all this is mere pretext ? My evidence has nothing to do inA 
the rcfl of the cafe, it is only to ihew that this proftffioii et 
his is not mere pretext; if this was not mere pretext, then it 
w»s his real object, and if it was his real obje^ he was pnr- 
fuing a lawful objed, for as to the pretence of purfuing tiiii 
objeA by force, it is ridiculous to flate it; there is no evidence 
in the caufe by which you could perfuade the weakeft creatuK 
upon earth to come to that concluiion. 

It is made a queflion whether Mr. Tooke has on one hand. 

confpired, or entertained a defign to overturn the Goverameoly 

or whether, on the other hand, his obje£k was, as he has alwift 

profeflfed, a Reform in the Houfe of CommonSy and urint ii^ 
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diere to (hew ihat this is a pretext ; what is there to (hew that 
this is not his real obje£l ? Why there is a multitude of papers, 
addrcileS) and refolutions produced, containing improper ex* 
preffioQS — I may admit libellous expreiEons— expreffions for 
which I will admit ihofe concerned in them may be punifhed ; 
but they do not amount to High Treafon, nothing like it ; and 
iirom this inexplicable mafs and confufion of papers, you are 
•defired to prefume againft the conftant courie of a man's life, 
againft the evidence I have given, not only of his public, but 
private dedarations and a6b, all tendii^ to the favourite idea 
t»f his mind. Parliamentary Reform, that this was mere pretext, 
.and the deftrudion of the King his real object. Human cre- 
dulity cannot go this length* 

Gentlemen, I beg to bring you back. I went into diis cafe 
••t the requeft of the prifoner, for the iake of clearing his general 
chara6ter to the world, that there might remain no flur upon 
k; but I beg you to remember that I infift, and infift conii^ 
dkntly, that the cafe made hy the profccutor did not call for 
ananfwer; that they themfclves difprove the charge, tiiat their 
charge is that Mr. Tooke, and thofe others of the Conftitu* 
tioaal Society, and diofe men of the feveral Societies, had con- 
ipired to overturn the Government, and depofe the King. 
Andingdng into a proof of the overt-ads of the confpiracy, 
Aey prove firft ads indiflFerent in diemfdves, and upon which, 
without furdier proof, this conflrudion could not be put; 
knowing this, they endeavour, > by other evidence, to give them 
the colour of a criminal complexion, and fhape them to the 
charges in the indi£hnent; therefore they call witneflfes who 
oiuft know whedier that conipiracy exifted, or not, who were 
acquainted with the afiors in it, if it did exift ; diey prefent to 
^u thefe men upon their oaths, they undertake by thefe men 
$B prove their cafe ; for that purpofe they call to you Adamft 
and Sharpe, partakers in ail thefe meafures, fuch as they werei 
Aey call to you the perfons from Sheffield alio ftated to be con- 
Ipirators with die prUbner Mr. Tooke; all thefe witnefies dif* 
yrove the allegation ; they deny that it was the intention of any 
tf thofe SocieticS| or any of thofe Coomuttces, to QverturA 
- . 0,3 the 
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the Govcrruncnt, or to ufe any manner of force whatever; Ac 
Crown his difproved its own cafe; the witnefles for the Crown 
have negatived the criminality of thofc adfe which they were 
brought forward to prove criminal. This they were brought 
forward to prove, and they have difproved it. I borrow, dicre- 
fore, the evidence of the Crown for the purpofe of difproving 
what the profecutors hoped to prove by diem, the criminal 
intent. Thefe witneffes, virho muft know what was the in- 
tent, who are the only perfons that muft know it, you have 
their account dircdly contradicting it 1 have, therefore, a 
verdict for the prifoner given to me by die evidence lor die 
Crown, and it was to latisfy the jealoufy which the prifimer en- 
tertains for his character, and for that purpofe only that I called 
his witnefles. 

Gentlemen, with this proof on the part of the Crown to ac- 
quit the prifoner, it appears to me impoffible that you flioaU 
convict him. I have not entertained a moments anxiety m diii 
Cafe, becaufe I have found my client perfectly fafe ; he muft be 
fife, becaufe you are honcft men. I have no fcniple to 6jj duC 
if, upon fuch evidence, the gentleman who ftands at the bar 
ftould be convicted of High Treafon, there is an end of diat 
part of the freedom of Englifhmen which they derive from the 
protection of the ftatute of the 25 Edward the Third, and they 
are fent back to all that obfcurity ; to all that difficulty} to all 
that danger which exifted before the ftatute, which the roaken 
of that ftatute complained of, but which was remedied not onlj 
by that, but by the fubfequcnt ftatute of the firft of Queen 
Mary. I am perfectly faiisfied in my own mind^ that it is im* 
poftible, againft the words of the ftatute which I. have ftated to 
you, againft the conftruction put upon die ftatute by the mot 
learned men who ever prefided in Courts of Juftice in diil 
Country; coAfidering too the evidence that has been given, 
negativing all fort of criminality in the prifoner, and confider* 
ing that that evidence chiefly comes from the witnefles for the 
Crown, it is impoifible that you ftiould hefitate about yoitf 
verdict I cannot fuffer myfelf to entertain a moment's anxiety 
for the £ite of die ^tlcmao who ftsmds at your bar^ it is is* 
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poflible dut with an Englifh Jury he fhould incur any, the finalleft 
degree of danger upon fuch a cafe. 

The proof to convid an Englifliman of High Treafon muft 
be plain; muft be dired; muft be manifeft. The proof in this 
cafe is plain, is dire£l, is manifeft ; but it is all in &vour of 
the prifoner. The proof offered to fupport the proiecution, 
furniibes a plain, dire£ty and manifeft cafe for an acquittal. I 
have no fcruple to fay, unconnected with all parties, not having 
in my mind a wifli upon this fubje£t, except as I may be fiip* 
poied to entertain fome in favour of my client, but widi refpe6l 
to the public not entertaining a wifh except for public peace and 
pabfic order, having never mixed myfelf in any polidcal confidera- 
tions whatever, having never conneSed myfelf v/ith any fet of 
political men, and ftudioufly avoiding all fuch connexions, living 
equally with men who entertain one and the other opinion upon 
pt^ fubjed of politics ; I have no fcruple to fay, and I fay it 
^om the bottom of my heart, that I think a ruder fhock cannot 
ht given to the ConfHtution of England, as far as it depends 
^pon a due adminiftration of its laws, than by conviding diis 
frifoner upon this evidence. 

Lcrd Chief Juftice Eyre. Mr. Tooke, it is proper I fhould 
inibrm you, that if you wifh to addrefi die Jury yourfelf, you 
ksve an undoubted right to do it ; that this is the time for you 
to do it, and that you cannot be permitted to make any obfer- 
Vidons after the reply, nor after die fumming up. 

Mr. Tooke. I very much fear that I have fpoken already too 
.much, and too often in this Court, and I do not mean to trouble 
jrou with one word. 
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REPLY. 

M&. ATTORNfY C£N£&AL, 

Gentlemen of the jfurjj 

It has pleafed the Providence of God, in fuch of his difpeofii- 
tions as afFedl the fituation which I am to hold in this world, to 
call upon me, at this moment, to .execute a duty fo awful and b 
important, comprehending obligations of fuch a nature, and fo 
various, that I proteft folemnly, in the face of my Country, and 
in the prefencc of that Providence, that I can look only to Us 
{upport, to enable me to execute it, as I ought, to the prifoner, 
and the Country, 

Gentlemen, you are now brought near to the conclufion of a 
moft important caufe, a caufe, which involves in it the dearcft 
interefts of your Country, and of the prifoner i a cauil^b, wiud^ 
involves in it (and that is what I call upon you moft particularly 
to attend to) every intereft, that in this moment, and at future 
periods, can be valuable to the gendemao who ftaods at the 
bar* 

0e/uleme.n) I r^^pp^X to you again — what I have fiatcd M 
another ftage of this bufinefs«*-rthat I am an unfaithful fervant to 
the Crown, and in th^it clvur^dbr a,n un£uthful fervant to the 
public, if I evef forget, for one moment, exerting my beft atte^ 
tion to remember it, that the diftribution of fair juftice, fuch a$ 
that gentleman is entitled to, according to the law of the land, is 
one qf the moft facred duties which, in the charter of Attorney 
General, Ihavetodifcharge, 

Gentlemen of the Jury, you will allow me to fay, looking at 
the commencement of thefe profecMtions, that diey have arifen iq 
confequcnce of the ftrong meafures of the higheft Council of hit 
Majefty, his Parliament excepted; that they have been carried 
on to a certain extent by the interpofition of the higheft Count 
cil of his Majefty-*the Parliamcm-*-in the fufpenfion of the 
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Habeas Corpus A&, — ^That, io confequence of thefe meafures 
the cafe of Axs gentleman was carried before a Grand Jury of his 
Country, and that that Grand* Jury found this bill of inditShnenC 
againft him: nocwithftanding all this, Gentlemen, becaufe I 
know that confideratioos may require, and, becaufe they require, 
will juftify, the interpoiition of Parliament — becaufe I know that 
ex'^parte evidence will juftify, and therefore require, the finding 
a bill by a Grand Jury, where yet a trial ought not to proceed — 
if I could have fek, when the gentleman at the bar yefterday 
ixitimated a wifh, that I (hould fignify whether this matter fhould 
go further, in order that the Jury ihould finally give its condu- 
6on upon it-*if I could have thought it confiftent either with 
(he circumftances of this cafe, my duty to the public, or my 
duty to my Country, to have (aid, that it fhould not, it would 
have gratified the moft anxious feeling of my heart, to have con* 
fented to its being then concluded. 

Gentlemen, my learned friend who has lafl fpoken has told 
jfou, that he has no conne6lion with any political parties in this 
Country — and he has gone the length of flaring to you, upon 
that ground, wiiat is his own perfonal opinion upon the cafe be- 
fore you. Now, Gentlemen, I will fay this, in the £u:e of my 
Country too, and I defy any man living to contradift me in what 
lam now ftaring-^^diat, as I have never fought (to my know- 
ledge I mean) any fituadon, in which I fbnd, otherwife than by 
|he induftrious exertion of fuch talents as God may have given 
me, (b I here declare, that not one flep would I Cake in this 
yrafecution, repugnant to the dictates of my own judgment, ex« 
evcifed according to what my confcience prefcribes to that judg« 
jnent, not for all this world has to give me. Gentlemen, why 
fliould I ? You will allow me to fay, after all that has paAed, 
ihat I have do defire, widi refpeS to myfelf, in this caufe, but 
|bat my name fhould go down to pofterity widi credit, I cannot 
^t remember this is an interefl moft dear to me. Upon no 
gdier accoiu^ my name will be tranfmitted to pofterity — with 
thefe proceedings it muft be tranfmitted. That name, Gentle« 
Oien, cannot go down to that pofterity, without its being un- 
dffftw4 h/ poikiit^ what bay? been my aiSions in this cafe. 

And, 
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i^ich are darged in diis indi<%nent, but to make out, that that 
gentleman had not fuch a connedlion with the Societies^ and 
thoTe meafures, as to make it fit that the charge fhould any longer 
be confidered as a ferious charge againft him — I repeat again, 
chat, if it had been poffible to make that out, I (hould have been 
as glad as any man living, there to have dropt the profecution. 
Surely I may venture to (ay, that there is not a man in England 
who ought to have rejoiced more than I fhould, becaufe, I 
think there is' not a man in England but muft be aware, that 
diere is impoled upon me an important public duty, painful 
becaufe it is a public duty, and becaufe it is an important duty, 
and therefore fixing upon me the abfolute duty of cxercifing my 
judgment totheutmofl — ^before I perfonally and individually take 
upon myfelf to fay what fhall be the conclufion of it. Gentle- 
men, I will tell you furdier why I could not then conclude this 
buflncfs. Being the profecutor in it, it was impoffible for me not to 
know the cafe ; and in VThat I have to offer to you, if there be 
one circumflance in it which diflreffes me more than another, 
it is this — ^and here I remember, that every word that I utter in 
the courie of this bufinefs, is a word that ought to be uttered with 
caution — ^but at the fame time with that firmnefs, which the 
execution of a public duty demands from me. The greatcft dif- 
trefs, I fay, which I feel in this caufe, is this, that the cafe ap- 
plying to a gentleman, undoubtedly of great accomplifhments, I 
hardly know in what terms to convey what I have to ftate to 
you, when I have to fbte that, which, if I were difpofed to ufe 
harfh terms, I think I ought to fay, is a cafe of fi^ud againfl the 
public fecurity and happinefs, concealing itfelf under meafures 
calculated for the purpofe of preventing perfonal dete£Uon of 
the party concerned in it, and placing third perfons between 
that party and the danger which belongs to the meafures. It was 
an honourable fentiment of the gentleman at the bar, he deferves 
credit for it; that he wifhed, in the courfe of this caufe, that the 
cafes of other people fhould be fomewhat confidered — Gentle- 
men, unlefs I miffadce the nature of this caufe, there never was 
mperfon, more bound by every principle of moral obligation, to 
coniider the cafes of others, than the gentleman who now fits 
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at the bar, becaufc, unkfs I mifundcrftand the cafe, and you will 
conlider throughout this caufe that I am Hating myfelf upon my 
own conceptions of the cafe, not prefuming to fay it is fo in fad, 
(for it is your bufinefs, on your conception of the cafe, to de- 
cide that) there never was a ciie, in which an individual had 
placed fo many perfons, under mifconception of wfaat he really 
meant, if he meant what his Coujifel have Lid for him he did 
nican, as the gentleman who now fits at the bar — ^I have not 
the leaft diftculty in laying, that, if it fhould hereafter happen, 
that pcrfons yet in cuftody, and yet to be tried ; if it ibould 
happen, that they have gone to lengths, which you fhall think 
the gentleman at die bur has not gone to, and, having gone to 
thofo lengths, if the fecurity of the public (hould require that 
they (hould be expofed to the (cvcre animadverfion of the lav, 
I am perfuaded that the mind of no candid man can refufe its 
aiUnit to this propofition ; that the circumftance of their hav- 
ing gone to thofe lengths muft remain to the laft hour of die 
life of the gentleman at the bar, a circumftance of confiderabk 
regret with him. 

Gentlemen of die Jury, I come now to ftate to you what I 
have to offer as the grounds upon which it does appear r> me 
that It is your bounden dutv tQ find this irentleti^an mwltv — I 
eKprefs myWf io~it -ippcars to me that it is your \iuiy to leaAl 
h»n guilty^ but 1, certainly, may err* The adminittraM rfT 
tNr law of this country, aiTarcilly, doe* not pretend to i3ie d* 
cdltnci£& of thofe fooHlh theories, in which the rights of caan^ 
«mi Governments bt/iU upon the righrs of man, have fkctf 
§Quni2Miotu The bw of Grear Brtuin, ^fui the ConiliHOiBB 
of Grei;t Britain^ look to the GoverniDcnt of tt| as a Gof%ra#^ 

^ compofed for men, and to be adminiUc^cd by men 
_v c all the infirmities of mcit ; it 4o^ not kxik at tiic 
•fHftirtftntle of the Country, for infbncc, as exempt from thera^J 

I diithcs htm with councils; it idifls him ta vmnona way 
•II utiki to pte him that pcrfedion, which, as hr as h \ 
enf wiA brnpem nature, hutniii law can give to a humat I 
I fiy ikc faffie widi rdpcSt to the Couits of JuRice; Jti 
f»ar crr^n^* t^f cri^-cbc PmfccitUir it more Itbcljr m &ri^ 
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but what then? V9t are all to execute, to the bcft of oar 
power, our refpeSive duties. We have a great and glorious* 
fyftem upon the whole ; and, in the dlfcharge of your duty, let 
it be remembered, dsat whatever opinion I may have formed of 
the cafe, one of its beft principles is, that it is infinitely better 
for the liberties and the fecurity of the Country, that, in cafes 
which Juries may think doubtful, five thoufand men fhould be 
acquitted i all men knowing, that if they engage in certain 
fchemes to certain extents, they are liablp to be tried, and have 
a verdidl of guilty or not guilty pafs upon them — ^I fay it is 
a thou&nd times better for thofe liberties and that focurity, that 
prifoners fhould efcape, where Juries doubt, though mifconceiv* 
iag the tran£i£lion8, or not duly applying the evidence, than 
that one man, about whofe cafe any twelve men have a fair 
doubt at the conclufion of the caufe, fhould be found guiltf, 
and the mtfery of finding him guilty under that doubt fhould re- 
main upon their minds. 

Gentlemen, it is fit that I fhould alfo fay upon this cafe, that^ 
if the maSk miichievous man that ever exifted in Great Britain 
was brought to this bar, it is of no confequence, none in the 
world, in the trial of the charge that is fubmitted to the 
confideration of the Jury; except fo fiir as the tendency 
and tenor of the a»5tions, which conftitute thofe mifchievous 
qualities in his charader, bear upon the charge which the 
Jury are to try. I difmifs, therefore, from this cafe, in 
one moment, as I did in the lafl trial, every thing that 
my friends have fiid about conftrudlive Treafon, analo- 
gous Treaibn, like Trcafbn, accumulative Treafbns, and • 
Libels. 

Gentlemen of the Jury, if you fhould find, what I am forry 
to fiiy, I think, you cannot fiiil to find^f you fhould find- 
Libels in every part of this evidence laid before you, which has 
been publi(hed by this gentleman^ yet I have not the leaft diffi»- 
culty in fa)fing, dut you are to try a charge of quite a different 
nature ; and it does not fignify what the gentleman at the bar 
has done in die difttibudon of Libels in the Country, provided. 
it cannot- be made out ta you that be hat dons that in the 
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Courts of Juftice taking upon themfclves to fay a thing; is 
Treafon, which an Act of Parliament has not faid is Treaibn; 
it is the laft thing they fhould be trailed with. Mr. Juftice 
Fofter, writing and acting under the view of Parh'amcnt, a 
Judge, by the way, not addiaed to any other principks than 
the principles of liberty ; he, following the judgments of his 
predeceflbrs for ages, ftates this — " Every infiirrectioii, which 
^ in judgment of law is intended againll the peribn of the 
^ King, be it to dethrone or imprifon him, or to oblige him to 
** alter his meafures of Government, or to remove evil coun- 
^ fdlors from about him ; thefe rifmgs all amount to levying 
^ war within die ftatute, whether attended with the pomp and 
** circumftances of open war, or not ; and every con(piracy to 
** levy war for thefe purpofes, though not Treafon within the 
** claufe of levying war, is yet an overt-act within the other 
^^ claufe of compaffing the Kiiig's death, for thefe purpofcs can- 
** not be efFccted"— I defire your attention to thefe words.— 
*^ Thefe purpofes cannot be effected by numbers and open 
^ force, without manifeft danger to his perfon." And the lame 
learned Judge, in another paflage, fays alfo this— ^ The care 
^ the law hath taken for the perfonal fafety of the King, is 
^ not confined to actions, or attempts of the more flagitious 
^ kind, to ailaffination, or poifon, or other attempts directly 
^ and immediately aiming at his life, it is extended to every 
* thing wilfully, or deliberately done, or attempted, whereby 
^ his life may be endangered ; and therefore the entering into 
•* meafures for depofing or imprifoiiing him, or to get his per- 
^ fon into the power of the confpirators, thefe oiFences are 
«* overt-acts of Treafon within this branch of the ftatute; 
tt for"— For what ? « For," fays Mr. Juftice Fofter, (and 
the words are repeat^ by a very great and noble Lord, in the 
trial of the rebel Lords In the year 1745, when tbey urged that 
diey did not mean to put the King to death ; as it had been alfo 
urged in Layer's cafe, that, fo far from intending to put the 
King to death, they meant to take care of his perfon, and diat ' 
be ifaoiild not be put- to death, and repeated in Parliament, 
triucb has referved to itfelf judgment of Tre^Oi^ in cafes not 
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fpccificd) " For experience hath ftiewn, that between the prU 
•* fons and the graves of Princes, the diftaiice is very finall." 

Gentlemen, the experience of modern times, L am afnudy 
has not contradicted what Mr. Juftlce Fofter has ftatcd here; 
and now then let me, I befccch you, Gentlemen, beg your at- 
tention, and that of the public, if 1 durft in this place addre& 
the public, I am not anxious, I proteft before God^ I am not 
anxious what the verdict in this cafe is, after I have done mj 
duty — but give me leave to afk you, as men of confcience, cair 
you hefitate, for one moment, to fay that principles, fuch as 
Major Cartwright ftated were reprcfented to him by the prifoner 
at the bar, as being his, have a tendency to bring about thofe 
Treafons, which Mr. Jufticc Fofter here fpeaks of? Why, 
Gentlemen, what is the Englifti of what was fo reprefented ? 
If he meant to effcduate his purpofe— call it, if you pleafe, a 
purpofe to procure — a reprefentation in Parliament, as mode- 
rate, if you will, as Mr. Pitt's plan of a hundred burgefts; 
tliat plan, which for the purpofes of the fedidon that this cafe 
relates to, has been reprefented to all the ignorant people, who 
have been found in this kingdom, as the fame as the Duke of 
Richmond's, or, at leaft, not diftinguifhable from it ; let the 
purpofe be called, if you plcafe, that of the Duke of Rich-' 
mond, or let the plan be, if you pleafe, fuch as the gendeoun af 
the bar has ftated to be his plan, though there is not oac wEt ot 
his life, from March, 1792, that is confiftent with the fiid of 
its being his plan, let it be what it will, if the inteodoir 
of the gentleman was to carry his owit' project by wil- 
fully combining perfons with him who had other projeds, 
and who would have gone from Hyde Park to Windibry 
tfiough he had die intention of flopping at Hounfiow ;- I laf 
diat, if that was his intention, he is guilty of High Trcafixb 
Gentlemen of the Jury, you will allow me diftindly to tif^ 
that there is not a meafure of his life, (when I ftate this, he 
will again permit me to befeech him to believe diac I raean die 
neafures that are now in evidence iince March, 1792) as fivas I 
can recoUcfl them, except die folitary inftance of his converfiK 
tion widi Mr. Francis, ^ baa not been diredly jcalculated tv 
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produce this etk&. Gentlemen, the difleminatidn of Mr. Pained 
books, of which I have fomething to fay prefently — of Barlow's 
books— of the letter fh>in Paine to Mr. Dundas — of the letter 
from Paine to France — of the addrefs of the London Corrc- 
fponding Society of the 6th of Auguft, 1792, which neither of my 
friends durft fet their feces to look at — the proceedings in April, 
1794, of the London Correfponding Society, i^ich, upon the 
evidence, I ftate to you as a creature in die haand of the gentle- 
man at the bir, and the proceedings of die Conftitudorol So- 
ciety in that feme month, (April, 1794) to which neidier of 
them durft (et their feces, which are not only explanatory of, 
but the moft convincing and decifive evidence of what was in- 
tended in die Scotch Convention in the latter end of the year 
1793, of what was intended by die meedng at Chalk Farm 
upon the I4di of April, 1794, of what was intended at the 
Globe Tavern upon the 20ch of January— widi refpeft to 
which laft two proceedings alfo neither of my friends dared to 
venture one word of obfervation upon diem ; I fey that all dicfe 
meafures, one and all of them, whatever might be the profefled 
objeA of the gendeman at the bar, are meafures calculated US 
induce an infinite kiumber of perfons (and they actually had 
diat cfkSt) to form diemfelves, by affiliadon — by combination 
— J)y forming Societies, feparadng agjun into divifions— ^in ihort, 
by purfuing the whole fyftem of French Jacobinifih, to en- 
deavour to bring about in this Country fuch a Revoliidon as 
has happened in Franee« I do not mcfan die firft ReVoludon, 
that deftroycd a Wretched Cdnftitudon in die Country^ but fuch 
a Revolution as has happened in France fince the Conftitution 
was eftabliflied in 1791, whic^h had a King at the head of it^ 
and which, you will fec) thefe perfons tbretdd, when you come 
to look at the particulars of the evidence, could not remain 
with a King at the head of it confiftendy with die prindples 
diat formed die preamble of the Declaration of that Conftitu- 
tion. Men In this Country were firft to be brought to adopt, 
upon'iimilar principles, a fimtlar fyftem of Government^ that' 
fliould have a King at (he head of it^ but die projeA in which 
diey were engaged, dloTe V9hO projcflcd it forefew, would 
Vol. a ^ furcly 
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fiireiy and certainly (and I put this upon the evidence of Aeir 
own hand- writing) terminate in this Country as it had in 
France— in the deftrufiion of Monarchy, and though Univcr&I 
Suffrage and UniTerfal Reprefentation was the firft meafure to 
be taken, yet that was only as a means to that as die ultimate 
end— the depofition of the King« If it was tcr be a means to 
work the depofition of the King, I fay that all they have done 
arc fo many overt-ads, as well as evidence of an intentioD, 
to compafs the death of the King. Gentlemen, I diofe to ex- 
plain myfelf thus before I came to the particulars of the evi* 
dence ; I beg the favour of you, i^dien my Lord fums up to you, 
to attend to the addrefs to the National Convention from the 
London Corrcfponding Society, and to the addrefe to the Na- 
tional CoHvciitioii from the Conftitutional Society, of both 
which I fay, upon the evideixre again, that the gentleman at 
the bar is the author, or fo far concerned in the fabrication or 
adoption of them, that he Hands anfwerable at this bar as die 
author. I collet): from thefe addrefles ; and I beg your atten- 
tion to what I am now ftating, when my Lord comes to fum 
up to you, that dut gentleman perfe£Uy well knew, whatever, 
his projeils were previous to the year 1789, that it vns utterly 
impolTiblc, previous to that period, that a revolution ooold be 
brought about in this Country^ which was to depofe the King 
of the Ci>untry -, he could not then fet his heart to the acoom- 
plifhment ot' Uieh a purpofe as that^ becaufe he knew that Aft 
ineuns were nut within his reach, by which he could accom- 
plilh it. He (ays diiHudMy-^^hat is thofe, who write that ad- 
drefs, llatc diltinctly — ^^ When a Republic had taken place in 
^^ America, at a great and remote diftance from this Conntry, 
^^ the refulgence of that Revolution^ like an effulgent moniiiig» 
^ arofe with cncrcafing vigour, but ftiU too diftaat to enli^itea 
^ our hemifpherc i'* that nothing was then to be hoped for— biiC 
when the revolution had taken place in France upon the lOthdf 
Auguft, 1792, he then iays diftin£Uy in diefe addrefles, dot 
the example of America produced die revolutjon in Knnec^ anl 
that between France and England there was, what he caBt 
in the paper I have to ftatc to you prefentlyy One Comoica 
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Caiufe. He then (ajs diftin£tiy, that th^ principles upon which 
the French Revolution of the loth of Auguft, 1792, that day 
of glorious vi^^y, as he puts it> are the only principles upon 
which a Government can ftand; and let that gentleman have 
laid what he might before, you find in November, 1792, that 
he had no difficulty in then laying (I will read the letter to 
you prefently) when his Society in London was engaged with 
cameftneis in nurfing an infant Society at Stockport-^ Society 
that had held die language, to which I mu£k call your attention 
by and by-*^ That infant freedom was making Herculean 
^ efforts." He was not now talking of the I^ng during the 
Regency — not now talking at Lord Hood^s nieeting«-not now 
talking in favour of the King in the year 1785, or 178a; every 
one of Juch periods being thofe, in whidi, m diefe addrefles, he 
himfelf acknowledges nothing could be done In this Country; 
but in November, 1792, that gentleman takes the letter, ad- 
drefled to Stockport, which is give!n in evidence, and in which 
he tells you — ^ That infant freedom vms making Herculean 
** efforts;'' that the vipers, mark die expreffion Gendemdi— * 
^ That' the vipers Monarchy ;" what did he mean by that*-* 
^ and Ariftocracy, are panting and writhing under its grafp ;" 
and then, this not being Sufficiently expreffed for him by the 
perfim who wrote the letter, diere follows this paffage, part of 
it in that gendeman's own band-wridng } and (hall he^ after 
dnt, lay that he meant nodiing but a reprefentadon of the people^ 
more or le^ limited ? Shall he, after that, fay that it was his 
opinion that a King of this Country is a good conftituent 
ptft of this Conftitudon ? Then follows, I fay^ this pailage— ^ 
^ May fuccefs, peace, and happinefs attend their efforts.'* 
Well ! but it is laid what has this to do widi Eikgland ? Why^ 
I ihould be glad to know what it has to do with any thing eUe 
bat England? This was in the month of November, 1792. 
Attend, Gendemen, to the letter fent from perfons at Sheffield^* 
the Editors of the Patriot ! That Sheffield, which fent members 
to the Conflitudonal Society— «I do not know v^ether it fent 
akmbers, but which had aiTociated members in the Conftitu- 
ihmal Society in London ', that Sheffield wliich, at the inftance 
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of die Society in London, fent a Delegate to die Scotch Con^ 
vention; that Sheffield, in which had been die memoraUr 
proceedings of Yorke ; that Sheffield, which deiired care and 
attention from the Conftitutional Society in Liondan, to die 
Infant Society at Stockport. Now are thefe places in thr 
kingdom of Great Britain, or in France? If there is any AniBt 
as to thefe proceedings, I beg of my Lord that be wiB be b 
good, when this caufe is fummed up, as to call your pardcdar 
attention to every paflage in what I am alluding to— and dien 
decide for yourfclves, whedier this is not, in faA, a recommen- 
dation from the gendeman at die bar, to treat Monarchy in this 
Country as a viper, which ought to writhe under the grafp of 
what is called Infant Freedom. 

Gcndcmcn, I pofltively deny, and I beg my LtH-d's opinion 
alfo upon this when he fums up, faying at die fame thne dut if 
any one overt-a£t in diis indidhnent is proved, the gendeman 
mufl: be found guilty ; I pofitively deny that it is at aH neceffiry 
to rour finding this gendeman guilty of this indidment, that 
he fhould have given his confent at all to die conlBtntii^ liaX 
Convention, to the conftituting of which he did give Us con- 
fent. If it be neceflary to prove that he did fo, I (hall 
prove to demonflration. But I go a great deal further than 
that — for I believe my friend will not deny to-day, any mote 
than he felt a difpofition to do fo a little while ago, disC^ if 
fiich books as Painc's were aftually publifhed in the profeoition 
of a traitorous intention to depofe, which indudes the intendon 
to kill, the publication of fuch a work wouM be an overt-ad 
of High 'IVeafon. Now I put it to you, and defire ray Lord'k 
opinion upon that alfo, when he comes to fum up to you, dnt 
there arc many, many ads done by the Conftitutional Sociecy, 
and, among others, the articles of dieir publications, whidi^ is 
Jurymen, you muft (ay upon your oaths, do amoant to overt- 
acls of High I'reafon, in order to incite his Majefty^ fiibjefis 
to depofe the King. 

Gendemen, I (ky alfo, under die corrcdHon of the wSflom 
that prefides here, that, if you fliould even^ be of opinion dat 
die gendeman at the bar did not unm to depofe the King, Kut 
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that on the other hand, I^c meant to compel the King by force 
to take a difierent Parliament than that which the Law and 
ConftitutioQ of EngUpd has given him, that Parliament— 
permit mc to call upoa you to recoUe£l his Coronation Oadw « 
that Parliament) according to the laws and ftatutes made in 
which) jind the cuftoms of which, the King is bound to 
govern, fwom to govern, and therefore muft govern— that if 
fuch was the meaning, the caufe is made good. He ought to 
lofe his lifi^ and I truft would b^ willing to lofe his life, rather 
than to govern contrary to diat Coronation Oath. If they 
meant to compel him by their number, and by their force, to 
take, without thp aflTent of his Parliament, fpr J defire I may 
be underftood to ftate it to be without the ailent of his Parlia- 
ment, tp take another reprefentative body, that intent, aSed 
Mpon, would be Treafon, and I apprehend that diere are mear 
fures enough in this cafe to (hew that there is Treafon even upon 
^t groMnd. 

Mr. To9ke. What ! Is the Attorney General talking Trea- 
ion ? — ^I fbould be unhappy to miftake you, Did you fay the 
King ought to lofe his iife^ if he took any other Parliament 7 

Mr. Attormy General, It is really difficult to decide for 
one's felf, wfae^r this interruption is, or is not, proper. 

Mn Tooie. I a<k pardon of the learned gentleman, and I 
pramife I will not interrupt him again during the whole of 
his reply. I only wiihed to knoW whedier in profecuting me 
{or High Treafon, the Attorney General intentionally (aid fome- 
tbiag br worfe than any thing he has imputed to me, 

Afrf Attormy General^ I am very much obliged to the gen* 
tlemaiw-I iay this — that the King of Qr^t-Britain is bound 
1>j his Coronation Oath to govern according to the la\vs efta- 
bliflicd in Parliament, and the cuftoms of the fame ; that be is 
bound by (hat Coronation Oath to refift every power, ^t 
^ks to CQmpel him to govern otherwife than according to 
fhofe laws — di4t it muft, therefore, be underftood, that the 
King of Great Briuin would refift fuch a power as diat— 
fiecaule he would be aAing only in the exerci^ of hirTworn duty; 
• tml Uk T^^\^ fuch a power as that, he muft ipevi^ly bfe his lifc« 

R 3 Now, 



f 24« ) 

Now, Gentlemen of the Jury, you will permit mc here, 
having dated this to you, to ray,diftin£tly, that I will not confume 
one moment of your time, or not above one moment, in refer* 
jng to the tran&aions of 1 780, of 1782, and 1785, with ref- 
pcd to ceruin perfons, who attended meetings in diis Kingdom 
with a view to Reform ; whether thcfe meetings were confti- 
tutcd of Delegates or not ; whether thefe meetings were confti- 
tuted or not conftituted of perfons, fome being Delegates, 
fome not — it does not appear to me that the hSts relative to 
t\ck meetings have any poffible application to the cafe, which 
It is my duty to fubmit to you. Gentlemen, I do not ftate this 
cafe merely thus, that the gentleman, with the af&ftance of his 
affiliating Societies, as I call them^ underftanding that to be die 
efte£i of the proof, meant to bring together a body of peribns, 
who were to influence Parliament in the way that Mr. Sheridan 
Hated that that body of perfons who were to meet in 1782 or 
1785 meant to influence Parliament, but I (ay that the cafe 
that I have to prove is this*— that they had no idea of ading 
upon any degree of influence, which either die number or the 
affiliation fhould give them, to induce Parliament to take any 
meafures \ fo hr from it, that they exprefsly ftated, that Parlia- 
ment was not to be applied to-r-that they went to the extent of 
fhting, that Parliament could not be applied to, becaufe Fvlia- 
nicnt was incompetent, upon their principles, even if fe £^fO&d^ 
to give them relief. 

Gentlemen, I do not at all enter, very far from it, into Ac 
nature of fuch a meeting as that Mr. Sheridan fpoke of yefter* 
day ; and I tell you why I do not — ^I have had experience enoO^ 
in life to know, that a man neither does any good to himfel^ 
nor to thofe whom it is his bufmefs to addrefs in his profeflki^ 
by giving his opinion upon a ftate of meafures which is not be? 
fore the Court, in order to bring the Court to a juft conduficQ 
upon a ftate of the meafures which is before the Court. I can 
very cafily conceive, that, with very fmall (hades of diflference 
one way or other, what was done in 1780, and 1782, or 17851 
might be either criminal pr innocent; but whedier it wa| 
criminal or innocent it is not my duty to difcufs here, becau(C| 
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1 iky, it is iiodiiiig like the caTe I have to fubmit to your atteiH 
tiai><»->For die cafe wfaidi I have to fubmit to your attention is 
this — diat die Conftitutional Society in London, or, as I ihould 
rather £iy, to do juftice to the ideas which occur to me, as the 
effeA of this evidence, |fae gendeman now at the bar ruling 
diat Conftitutional Society, and modelling die Correfponding 
Society, and govemiog, to die extent in which I hope to iatisfy 
you from die evidence^ he has governed, the affiliated and aflb- 
ciated Sociedes here (for I will give him credit that diere are 
no Sociedes in France, though the evidence will hardly enable 
me CO believe it, and that there are no Societies in Ireland in 
connexion with the Sociedes here)— but governing the afl^liated 
Sociedes in England, diat he meant to bring about a Conven- 
tion of the people as early as die i6di of April, 1 793— -a period 
J defire you will never lofe fight of; that it was avowed, in 
his Society and the Correfponding Society, diat diis was n6t to 
be a Convention which meant to apply to the executive magif« 
|iate«-«-which meant to apply to the Parliament, but a Conven*^ 
tion which, by its own power and ftrength, was to alter the 
Government of this Country : this was die prcje^l^ not gene- 
tally fo early as 1 7 93; but, I fay, as to diis gendeman, it was 
jnroiwtd to be his purpofe as early as the 6th of Auguft, lygz* 
He was confulted upon the Addre(b of the Correfponding So-> 
dety of the 6th of Auguft, 179^ which avows this purpofe ; 
and I £iy diat he made that Addrefs, to gU intents aqd purpofes, 
pii €fwtu 

I aumot, however, part with this circumftanoe about the 
lillbciateid Sociedes in France and Ireland without laying one 
#ord about them. It was, as I underftand it, the tenor of the 
gendenian's crofi-examination of the witnefles upon the firft 
piglt Ul intimate, that it w^ al} moonihine when they talked 
of tiPenty thouiand copies being diftributed of fome things, an4 
lui hundred diou^d copies of odiers, and twelve thoufand of 
IVne^ft works, and fo on— that diey meant nodiing at all by it, 
Gentlemen, I know this, that the Revolution in France was, 
in a great degree, brought about by things that had precifely. 
(Ik 6mc meamng* Men were taught jdl oyop ^ Country 
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that there were a hundred rtionlaiid people here willmg to con« 
cur in given meafures, fifty diou&nd dietCi and a hundred and 
fifty thouiand in another place ; this was done^ which no moral 
man can juftifV) by the publication of papers, importing, that 
the number of the members of the Societies required a diou* 
iand copies of one paper, and ten thoufiuid of another, and a 
hundred thouiand of a diird ; and the public were made to be- 
lieve, that die perfons engaged in their ftfaeme were infinildy 
numerous. — Why ! becaufe thofe who wiflied diat fudi a notion 
fliould be received, meant that the Country ifaould ad upon 
that perfuafion in the manner that men, who believed fncb to be 
the trudi, were likely to z& ; and diat the Country fliould do 
that mifchief which they were perfuaded peribns, conceiving 
their party fo numerous, would be willing to do. Now you 
will give me leave to begin with the firft piece of evidence that 
is ftatcd to you. Firft of all, I (ball remark to you diis, that 
my learned friend, who fpoke laft, has faid — and I defirr, cm 
the part of the public, to have the due advantage of it^ and no 
more — be has faid, that when we call witnefies that fpcak in At 
manner that Mr. Sharpe and Mr. S\'monds did, you mnft give 
full credit to tho(e witnefles on the part of the prifimer. I 
agree to it, Gentlemen i but permit me to call your attention to 
this circumftance — My friend, when opening the cafe on the 
part of the gentleman at the bar, iaid, ^ Why, Mr. Hardy 
^ was acquitted, and therefore I can call him as a witne&^ 
Ffe afterwards faid, <^ I wont call him as a witneft in tins 
^' caufe ; but that as agai|i;(t Mr* Lovett the biU was noc ibund, 
^^ therefore I can call him as a witnefs." He will give me leave 
to add, that he might have called as witnefles every man of die 
Conftitutional Society who was prefent; and you yifiU find 
clearly fixteen, eighteen, or twenty in number, prefent at alrinft 
every meeting : he might have called every individual of the 
Conftitutional Society to have proved any ope circumftance 
which it was material for the cafe of Mr. Tookc to prove. He 
has called not one, according to my recoUedion} but Mr. 
Symonds, who moft undoubtedly did not know one tendi of die 
fyl^s that the gentleman had been engaged in s fiom wbom I 
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Wont (ky diej have been ftudioufly concealed, but it is enou^ 
for me to iay, in point of fad, he did not know them, though a 
member of that Society. 

Lord Chlifjuftice Eyre, Except Captain Harwood. 

Afr. Attorney GeneraL And, with refpe6l to Major Cart- 
wright, and Captain Harwood, in the firft place. Major Cart- 
wright, I am extremdy ibrry to iay, it is not my practice ; I 
believe thole who know me, know it is not, to fpcak of any 
gentkmaB, unle6 the evidence in the cafe requires me to men- 
tion his name^ but, it is clear, that, in thefc tranfafiions, be- 
tween March, 1792, and May, 1794, Major Cartwright him- 
ielf is implicated to a very confiderable degree : you will likewife 
recoiled what heikid to you. But you will allow me to lay, widi 
j%fpe£l to Captain Harwood, that he proved the truth of the 
cafe on the part of the Crown ; for you will recollect, and I 
call your attention to that letter of the i6th of April, 1793^ 
which I fay is a clue to thefe proceedings from beginning to end; 
Captain Harwood himfclf proved, that the letter from Norwich 
was delivered to him to be anfwered; that he fent it to another 
^gentleman; that, when he came to the Society afterwards, he 
Ibund an anfwer prepared to that letter, and that that anfwer was 
fiat with the confent of Captain Harwood. 

But it is faid. Gentlemen, that Mr« Hardy has been acquitted. 
, Gentlemen, upon what principles that Jury went which ac- 
quitted him I do not ftay to enquire. I repeat it again, that 
•mj opinion about any cafe ought to lead me no further dian ta 
fletermine this — whether it is fit that I ihould appear here as a 
profecutor. I did my duty with refpe£t to Mr. Hardy ; I enter- 
.tain no manner of doubt (becaufe I cannot do it without a 
viokoce to the Conftitution of my Country) that the Jury 
were fully convinced that they did theirs, I have no doubt that 
Aat they will always, upon reflexion, feci that they a^d as 
honourable men towards their Country ; and, with this dilpofi- 
tion towards them, I hope and truft that they did not think I 
acted as a difhonourable profccutor towards the prifoner at the 
bar. But very, very widely difFe|:ent indeed are the circum- 
il^nces of ;hp ca^ of |4r. Hardy, and the circumilances pf the 
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cafe of Mr. Tooke. I am fure my Lord will rencniber it-^ 
that, though he ftatcd, and rightly dated to the Jury, that in 
law Mr. Hardy was a principal in the caie» yet he ftated d»c 
there were few drcumftanoes diat were fufficient to connect 
Mr. Hardy further than the office of Secretary connected him 
with tiiefe men. I fay, and fpeak it widi great deference to my 
Lord^ becaufe there is no man who wilhes to be more re^iect- 
ful than I do to Courts, and more efpecially where I know it 
fo well deferred from mo— I iay, upon a review of the evi- 
dence^ there was a great deal more affecting him than was 
actually recalled to the confideradon of that Jury. But^ be 
that as it may, Mr. Hardy ftood in the fituation of Bioomhead ; 
^uid it is poiQble perfons may be told in London what peribni 
were told in Sheffield*— that a Secretary was not to pat a nega« 
tire upon die proceedings of the Society. This I am entided^ 
I think, to £iy, with rcfpect to diat gendeman, diat it wm 
quite impoffible that he could mifunderftand the proceedings be 
was about. Now, if Hardy be a witnefs competent in law tft 
be called, I ihould be glad to know why he has not been caiU 
to explain die trania£tions in March, 1792, witb refpcA ID 
the Conftitution of the Correfponding Socicty--^with tdipe6t t» 
tliofc rcfolutions that were fent to the Conftitutiooal SocieCjl^ 
with the name of <^ Hardy, Secretary," in the hand-wrkii^ ci 
Mr. Tooke. I (hould be glad to know why he is not caM Id 
fetisfy you that the ' Condi tutional Society, of which he bid b9» 
come a member as early, I think, as July, 1792, wfaes Aey 
fent that famous letter of the i6th of April, 17939 to Norwich^ 
had not communicated their purpofes, either by Mr. Tooke if 
any body elfe, to the London Correfponding Society, winch 
fent a letter of the fame purport and import to the £une SocietiBt 
at Norwich, namely, that they were not to look to the King-*- 
not to look to the Parliament, but to look to a Convention. | 
Ihould be glad to know why Hardy has not been called to provp 
to you that neither the Conftituuonal Society) of whiq^ be woib 
an affociated member, nor the Correfponding Society, ot vAMbt 
he was an original member, e(tfaer knew or meant that Mam 
g^rot, who was a member of bod|r--^( Qera^d, "^fbo wis 4 
j mcmhei 
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Tnem\ier of both*— that Sinclair, who was a member of onci 
ihould do thofe ads, which I do aflTert to amount to Treafon in 
the Scotch Convention. I ihould be exceflively glad to know 
why neither Hardy nor Lovctthave been called to flatc to yoir 
that Mr. Tooke had no manner of concern with die trania6lions 
at the Globe Tavern, on die 20di of January, 1794. I fhould 
le glad to know why, widi refped to die tran&£Hons of die 
lydi of January, 1794, no n^an has been called to tell you that 
Mr. Tooke, when he left the chair, previous to that ofienfive 
refoludon with refped to JefFrics, which might have produced 
confeqaences in another part of this Country that one fhudden 
to think of---diat when he left the chair, and when diat Mr 
GeraU came into the chair, who was a member of that Scotch 
Convention, and who w^s in the iame room with Mr. Tooke^ 
who is fuppofed to know nothing about die proceedings of the 
Scotch Convention — I Ihould be glad to afk \iriiy none of die 
numerous perfons prefent at diat meedng were called to tcS 
jou that Mr, Todce not only left ti)^ chair but the room, and 
knew nothing of diefe refbludons^ It does not belong either 
to the gentleman himielf, widi bis great talents, or to m/ 
learned friends who defend him| not to know that all dris is 
fxoeffively material ; and my learned friend let it out in his 
opening to you, that he would not call Hardy in diis cafe but 
he would call him in die next He propofed to call Lovettji 
who could have told you who were the peribns conncAed in the 
proceedings at Chalk Farm, and he has not ventured dirougjii 
tte caufe to call him. And I afk you, Gendemen, if, when 
JOU come to confider the proceedings of the 24th of Janaary, 
f 794, in which ^ the moft expellent Addrcfs'' of the London 
Conc^nding Society, the fubftance of which I will ftate to ]rou 
prcCsntly, is approved by the Conftitudonal Society^ and ap- 
proved in the hand-writing pf Mr. Tooke himfelf— ^I ihould ht 
ffhd, Gentlemen, to know why none of the perfons prefent at 
Ibat meeting were called to prove what the words ^ the moft 
^ excellent Addrefe" meant. I defy human incredulity to 
doubt that they meant the Addrefs of the Londqn Correfponding 
Society of the aotb of January, 1794 n and I afk why was not 

Lovctt 



I »sa ) 

T.ovctt called to prove that Mr. I'ookc bad no coiuieclion wirfi 
the iranfadlions which took place at Chalk Fann ; the rcfolutions 
in the Conftltutional Society of the 27th of March, 1794, ftating, 
cxprdi»ly, that they are to have that meeting at Chalk Farm; 
connecting, therefore, Mr. Tooke with that meeting at Chalk 
Farm i and yet they have not dared to call one man of eiiher 
Society, neither of the Confticutional nor of the London Cor- 
rcfponding Society, to (ay that Mr. Tooke had no conxie<9ion 
ivith all thefe proceedings from Auguft, 1792, down to the 
time at which I am now fpcaking. Gentlemen, give me leave 
to fay, that the obfervations that have been made on the evidence 
produced on the part of the Crown, compared to the fail cBc&, 
to the legitimate inference that is to be drawn from their afaibinii^ 
from this evidence, are mere chaff, and muft ftand for nothli^. 
Give mc leave now to apply myiclf to the evidence. Gen- 
tlemen, you have had fiated to you the condu£i of the gentleman 
at the bar with refpedl to the Revolution Society, I think, iu 
1790; now, here again, I make another obfervation upon the 
defeat of evidence — for obfervations upon, the deic£t.of evidence 
are frequently as weighty as obfervations upon evidence a^hially 
produced. It appears to you in evidence, and I beg your atten- 
tion to it — and I humbly beg my Lord's attention to it— diat 
the Revolution Society muft have fent an Addrcfs to the Ficnch 
upon the French Revolution in the year 1790. Gentlemen, I 
£iy now when I think of it, that I totally and abfolutcly deny 
th::t a corrcfpondence with a foreign Country not at war, cannot 
be, merely becaufo the Country is not at war, an ad of coou 
paf&ng the King's death. If perfons correfpond with a ibreiga 
Country not at war with the King, with intuit, however, thai 
mifchief fliould be done, and with intent to create difturbanc^ 
in this Country (and it is utterly impoffible, I think, uuleis yoii 
are bewildered with the v^ft quantity of evidence before yoU| 
that you can doubt that a corrcfpondence of th^ fort has been 
carried on), fuch a correfpondcnct; may be aix overt acl of 
pompffing the King's death, within the ftatu^ of Edward thv 
Third ; and if I do not make it out to be a cpmpailing of the 
King's death, within (be ft^lute of Fdwar4 the Third, I would 
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rather fuflfer die puns of Treafen myTelf than call upon you to 

find a verdiA againft that gendeman. Gentlemen, you have 

had nobody produced to you to ftate what the Addrefs I have 
been fpeaking of contamed, nor what it was that occafioned this 
Addrefs to the French at a remarkable era in their hiftory. 
The fubftance of diis Addrefs in 1790 might give their truo 
charafter to die proceedings of 1791 among the Societies here. 
Gendcmen, the Omftitudon of France in the beginning of 
the year 1791, which was formed with a preamble to it, almoft 
totidim verbis as dut which introduces the refolutions of the 
Soudiwark Society, which are entered in the London Corrcf- 
ponding Society's book. That Conftitution of 1791 was built 
upon what had been called in France, and, with ibme degree of 
abfurdity, every where, the rights of man— the rights of equal 
a%ve citizenihip ; a right, which die gendeman at the bar, in 
his letter to Lord Afhburton, does not feem to have thought 
need at leaft belong to any body : he then thought that diere 
was a difference between an equal right to a (hare, and a right to 
an equal (hare of Government ; but the Conftitution of France of 
1791 was built upon the principles of the rights of man, and this 
right of equal aftive citizenfhip. I have proved to you that 
P^ne was an honorary member of the Conftiturional Society^ — 
that Mr. Tooke was a member of the Conftitutional Society ; I 
never told you that he was the father of the Society : my friend 
mifiinderflood me as to that. I certainly could not be To igno* 
rant of its hiftory as b to fbte it — that Mr. Barlow was an 
afibciated member of that Society upon the recommendation of 
Mr. Tooke — that one and all of them forefaw that the rights 
ef man could not be aded upon together with the exiftence of. 
a King in France; and the whole tenor of the evidence proves, 
that they endeavoured to introduce into this Country a Govern- 
m^it founded on the rights of man ; to enlift the lower orders 
of men in a project by their phyfical ftrength, as I (ball prove 
by and by, to bring about in this Country a Conftitution 
founded upon the rights of man— reafoning thus, that becaufe 
in France the Conftitution, founded upon the rights of man, 
muft ncceflarily rejedl a King, as it did in 1792, therefore, if 
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they could get a Conftitution in- diis Country, founded upoit 
the iame principles, a King muft finally be reje&ed here. It was 
not the Conftitution that they looked to, for, diough that was 
the immediate objedy yet the remote and ultimate 'objeft fa 
which they looked, was the depofition of the King of England, 
as the King of France was to be depofed by the operation of the 
principles upon which the Conftitution was formed. I am fure 
that you muft have been furprifed, and that all muft be furpriied 
who read the addrefs, whith is in evidence, to the Friends of 
Liberty aflembled together at London upon the 14th of July, 
1 79 1, to cck-brate die French Revolution, where the firee 
Citizens 011 the banks of the Loire, addrefs their teftinionies 
of brotherhood, and of good-will, to the noble fons of liberty 
who inhabit the happy ihorcs of the Thames. They thenftate— 
^ Whilft an impotent band of the factions are adtively employed in 
*< the heart of France, and die proud nobles are carrying the poifim 
*^ of their calumny iiito foreign ports, whilft the priefts arc 
^ labouring to rekindle, by their pcftilential breath, the cz- 
* tinguiflied torch of £uiaticifm, and the firft of our funAiooaries 
^ has given to the people the example of difregarding his oath, 
*^ our wifties and our fentiments lead us towards you, generous 
^ ftrangers, who are engaged in celebrating the French Kevo- 
^ lution ; a happy prefage of the revcdution of the world. But 
*^ why fpeak we of you as of ftrangers, you are our fiicods 
^ and our brethren; thofc only are ftrangers to us ^riio dcfert 
*^ them, and who excite wars in order to perpetuate dieir ty- 
^ rannical dominion, and to rivet thp chains of nations. The 
^ decrees which have eftabliflied the French liberty, have been 
^ like the trumpet founding the refurreftion of the world; at 
^ our voice the nations have raifcd their degraded fronts, tyruts 
^ have turned pale upon their thrones, and fuch is die probable 
*^ cRt& of this great revolurion, that in a fliort time nothug 
^ will be remaining of them but the ibrrowful and ihamefal 
^ remembrance of their faults, and of their crimes. Let the- 
^ great ultra montane Btamah excommunicate us, his impotent 
^ thunders will only ierve to enkindle the fires whidi, in 
tt France, confume his effigy. We dciire to live in the 6111B 
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^ Gommonion widi all die friends of peace^ and of liberty, and 
^ the o{^reflbn of the people are^ in our eyes, the only fchif* • 
^ mattes.*' And dien tfaey ftate to this Society in London the 
addrefs which I am now reading to you— ^ With what inexpreffi- 
^ Ue pleafure have we feen your brave countrymen, our happy 
^' precuribrs in the cade of liberty, who refidc in France, en- 
^ rolling themfelvet und^ our ftandards, and augmenting the 
^ number of the members who compofe.thofe Societies/' Now 
attend to this — this is addrefled to Engliihmen — ^ formed on 
* the pure principles of citizenfhip, of which" what? — we in 
France? — No, ** of which you were die firft inftitutors, and 
^ which are the unfhalLen colunm of our fublime Conftitution. . 
^ When a few years are elapfed we (hall fee the two firft nations 
^ of tbe earth, England and FraiKe, united together in a holy 
^ league to avenge the human race of thofe unpuniihed outnges 
** which have difgraced it during fo many ages.'' 

^ Generous Britons, love us, and unite yourfelves with us, 
^ and die world will be free and happy." 

At what period it was that Paine came over to this Country,- 
I am not adile to aicertain to you, but this is clear upon the 
evidence, that he frequently attended this Conftitutional Society.* 
It IS dear alfo,. upon the evidence, referring you to that paper, 
in wbkh: Mr. Tooke modified the Conftitudon of the Corre* 
iponding Society, and to that paper, to which he figned the* 
Qame of Hardy, that Mr. Tooke was likcwife the author of the- 
Correlponding Society. Permit me to make a remark here— 
chat the Society for Conftitudonal Information afibciates with 
itfidf twelve members of die Norwich — ailbciates with itfdf 
tedves members of the Sheffield. Society, and of many other- 
pbpes, not one of whom are called to you, even to prove that* 
fhejr knew of the biSt.of the aflbdation, nor to contradi&the 
fii^MCkio, for I ftate it as fuch, thlt arifes upon the letter from* 
Slwfield, in which you find occafionally the luuKUwridng 
0£ Mr. Tooke, not one perfon is called to you to pcove- 
dat jU this aftbciation and affiliadon was not the work of. the 
fcmlcman at die bar> At firft you fee ailbciated the London. 
GoBftitutiaQal Society with the Londoo Correfp9fiding Society, 
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with the ShefEeld, Mancfacfter, and Norwich Societies; yo^ 
find afterwards that they conneA with Derby, with L^s, with 
various parts of this kingdom, and various parts of Scotland. 
Look now to their correfpondence— What is the nature of itf 
Now, Gentlemen of the Jury, how am I to argue this ? I wifli 
to do it with refpeft to the gentleman, but I do not know how 
to cxprefs myfclf. An attempt has been made to inform you 
that he not only is not a friend to Univerfal Suffrage; that he not 
Qfily is not a friend to the de(lru<5lion of Monarchy in this 
Country, but that he is a friend to a limited Reform of the Rc- 
prefentation in Parh'ament, with a Monarch in the Country; 
and I lay, if that Reform is to be brought about by force againft 
the King, it is High Treafon. Gentlemen, how does this 
matter ftand ? I beg your attention, without reading them all 
to ]roii, to the communications with Norwich, and from Nor- 
wich — to the communications with Manchefter, and from 
MancheftLT — to the communications with Sheffield, and firom 
ShcfHclJ — to the communications with and from all the dif- 
ferent parts of this kingdom ; which have communicated with 
the Condi tutional Society, which I fay is the mother Society 
of them all. How is it to be reconciled to the deGgn of pcr- 
fiiis, meaning well to the prefent eftablifhment in their Country, 
th.At the only works which they fhould circulate by their ad* 
dreflcs to each other, are fuch works as the works of Fiine— « 
the Rights of Man, part the firft, and part the fecond? Gcp- 
tlcmen, I call upon my friends again to ftate what it is Aat 
they could mean by circulating thefe works, if they were (incere 
in the intentions which the evidence on the part of die de* 
fc:Klant is fuppofed to bring before yoQ ? It is not in the power 
of any man living, I defy the mod ingenious man that exiftii 
to prove that cither the one nv'ork or the other, take the whok 
together, is nnt a recommendation of the deftrufiion of Mb* 
narchy, and of the deftruAion of Monarchy in this Country in 
particular ? But it does not reft there. You have had a wit- 
ncfs who ftated to you what were the parts that were profecuted. 
And you have obferved what a ftift my friend was ptit to, to 
account ior their pubUcatioy of thefe works, The Rights of Man* 
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I bad no diflSculcyr m &ying that it is a queftion proper to g^ 
to a Juiy, wiwtbier die publicadoa of the lecond part of Ac 
Rights of Mao, of the letter of P^ioe to the people of France^ 
and of the letter- of Paine to Mr. Dundas, as applied to this 
Country, were not publiihed by die Conftitutional Society for 
the piirpofe of ovevtuming the Monarchy of this Country, and 
whether Paine was not defended widi the £une intents Paine^ 
you have ieen, was profixuted for the parts of his books, moft 
dire^y attariring die Monarchy, and the Monarchy of England, 
for it ¥fas the fiMiiily that came from Hanover, the fiimily that 
came from Zell— 4t .was die Monarchy of Engbuid, and the 
McMiarch of . England that he reviled^ The Societies diftri- 
buted his books, thefe friends to Univerial Suffirago— tfade 
friends to the Viper Monarchy diftributed his books. 

Gentlemen, what do you think of men of talents ading thus i 
And profeffing themfelves friends to the Monarchy? What 
would my friend think of himfelf, if he had been communicating 
in the manner proved in this cauie, with Broomhead at Sheffield, 
and with fuch perfons as you have leen from different parts of 
d&s Country, profc/ling an intention, to recommend nothing 
upon earth but UniveHal SufFrage-^o recommend nodiing 
but bj^ty to the King ? I am perfoaded diere is nothing that 
I could fay hard of my learned friend fo afiing under fuch 
^lofcffions, that he would think hard enough to be fiud of him. 
I cannot apply this fort of language to the prifoner -, the humar- 
ifity of the Engliih law will not allow me fo to do^ but I feel this 
fart of die cale as a part moft eflcntially requiring your conii- 
deration. Paine's works were publifhed by different Socicdes in 
Ei^andfand recommended in diouiands, and hundreds of thoufimds 
0^ copies printed for die very purpofe of infufing the doArines they 
aflertad, into the minds of the people of Great Britain, into the 
■Qiods of the moft illiterate of the people— Do rccollefi what 
fiirt of men compole thefe Societies in the Country ! There is 
M^ Gendemen, an individual in this Country, who is not en- 
titled to the providence of the law, and to the regard of die Legi- 
Bature, and the protection of the chief magiftrate of this Cpun&y, 
US much intitled as the proudeft man in ic In their feveral 
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fituations dwy toe A ufiifiil ind icTpe^bU^ anJ God toAni 
(hit I (hould ftite one Siigh'imi Aat lookfed fike dlfreTpeft A 
any MIow fulijea in Ah t^oontry! If Adv piMkatiant hi 
been addreflcd to perfind in dib Ooiintry^, Tri»^ harihgy widi 
tAexSj at common intereft in flippohiiq^ dife Nfclttidiy of tte 
CountxT) felt that they htii tn intereft m rapifoiting tM nBoi^ 
chy, by knowing upon what principles the CdftH i t ot ion itflt; Iiy 
knowing, not only from e^cpenenee^ itt valoe, bnt vAb wot 
able to accoont for (hat exp er i ence by juft loticluB d n t aild tei- 
ibnings npon me nature of Governinent ^ i» thefe books kw 
been addreiTed to fuch men, and fuch only, or if thdb boob^ 
dangerous as their dodrines are^ bad been even puNHhed xa 
the ordinary modes of publication, one durft not dien call Aen 
meafurcs taken in the courfe of a confpiracy to oVertnm Gc^ 
vrrnment — but when fuch books are addreiled to men, M» 
cannot poffibly undcrftand the diftin£tions diat are to be tdboi 
between the dlfl^rcnt parts of them, and by men who do ttC 
explain upon what dofhines contained in them diey it^f^ 
they do not mean to aA, if appears to me that nodiing bM a 
purpofe of mifchief could be intended to be anfwered by taac 
mcafures; and if there Isranted a ddhonfttatioa dat thef |i6- 
pofcd mifchief beyond what ari&s out of the contents of itA 
publications^ that demohftradon is fiitniflied by their hoHSag 
out to mankind that their publications are more minieraHLtt 
the circulation of them taore ample than they theoftlttf nietr 
them to be* Give me kavc call your attention to-dier'lendr tf 
Mr; Barlow, of the 6ch of OAdber, 7792. I beg ywHrtHiU 
tion to that letter, when fummed up to you^ It codtairiii^ 
trudi, die eiTence of this fyftem of coni^nicy* Joel BiAaSS 
co-member of the Coriftitutional Sodety with P^c, 1n^ 
duced to that Society, as appears by the books, by Mt.TmI^ 
upon tiie 6di of Oa:6ber, 1792, writes to die Conffitnim 
Society, and informs them tteit diat evinrt: had t&ea pbnb^v 
Frartce, which was expeded to take place !n Franee,' in '^^&^ 
quencc of their hiving adopted die principles of die Rl^tfOf 
Man ; he dates to them, in efR^ft, that it ibid been the r^feJ^ 
Lig of the CoAftitutiomd Society that fitch ifAiuId be ttii\tlt' 
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B« ftiM dot Urn priacipltt of their Society was to enUghten, 
uid, by eiiBgliteniiigy to precede and preclude (he certainly 
Mies the word ^ preclude^) the exertion of phyfical ftrength-^ 
nd what is it dwt Us book fiiys ? Now I muft add, that upon 
■D diefe publications my friend did not (ky one word, and his 
learned coadjutor did not iky more than a word i What is his 
book to prove? Why his book ftates, diat the depoGtion of the 
RSiig of France was the neceflary confequence of the prin- 
ci|iefl of diat conftitution, founded upon die Rights of Mai^ 
triHch had attempted to create in Europe b abfurd a thing as 
a Royal Democracy, and that they were now about to get rid 
sf their King* And this does not relate to the Monarchy of 
Fnuce only. I beg your attention to that; It is a recom- 
iiendation to the pe<^e of England to do the &ne a£l, as an 
fet grounded upon the Rights of Man — Does Mr. Tuokc 
wfoti diat fry why, Mr. Barlow, I have been at meetings in 
iy§o, in 1782, and l785--«at a meeting about the Regency— 
it a meeting of the Conftitutional Society— -at a meeting at 
Ltd Hood's Club; and I have ibted myfelf, at each of diefe 
akedngs, m friend to Monarchy, and put on a coat with an 
^fMjge cape; how can I receive diis communication from 
]MI of a work- fi> nefarious as diis, without protefting that^ 
Mlg a fiiend to limited Reprefentation and Monarchy, fuch a 
; 'm this (hall not go out under the anfpices of this So- 
ft Is dwt fi>? On die contrary, Mr. Tooke, widi all the 
lirinciples he profefled previous to 1792, confented to a 
B«f dianks to Mr. Barlow for this work — to that Mr. Bar- 
l|^ whom Mr. Tooke introduced into diis Society, and not 
^% TOte of thanks, but the addrefe of Mr. Bariow, and the 
of the Conftitutional Society are ordered to be pub- 
in die papers ! Now (or what reafon was diat ? For no 
■ Rifea dian diis-^diat diofe perfons, who were pretending 
i nodiii^ but limited Reprefentadon, wifhed to call the 
i of die public to a work, in order to mi^^ad die minds 
#llis pdblic, which recommended moft diftindly the deftru^lion 
jf IfMarchy in die Country. 
.]l dmi all? Mr. Margarot and Mr. Hardy, being the two 
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leading members, give me leave to £iy» of the CorreTpondiidg 
Society, which Society, as I before fubmittetT Co yoUy was 
created, or, If not created, modified by Mr. Tooke^ Aey, upoo 
two days I think in Auguft or September, write to Mr.Tooke 
Co know his opinion about a declaration to the National Cod* 
vention in France. Nowhere is a remarkable drcumftancel 
In June or Jidy> 1792, when die principles of the French Cod- 
Aitution of 1791, had not yet rooted out of die Conftitudaii 
the King of that Country, the Conftitutional Society never 
diought, not they, of addreffing the Government of Fianc^ 
that^had a King in it. They, therefore, addrefled the Club of 
Jacobins; but no fooner Is a King depo&d in that Country^ 
than at that moment the Correfponding Society, writing to Mr. 
Tooke upon the fubjed, propofe to addrefs the Govenment 
of France, which had no longer a King, and die Conftitotioml 
Society forthwith addrefs the Government of France^ 16 dr^- 
cumffanced widi refpefl to royalty, as I have ftaced. Gcntb- 
inen, I b(^ leave to aik you what diis means ? I will not go 
through their two addrefles again, by fladng them, but I fifi 
difttn£Uy aver, and I beg and entreat your attendon to % 
thefe addrefles are to all intents and purpofes an r if r fl i Mi tf 
a wifli of co-operation widi thofe Societies, and. Aofeperte 
in France, ^o had depofed the King therc^ to do Ae fine 
here. You hear in dib of the hope of an alliance-^-^ Not tf 
^ the three Crowns" (mark die expreffion) of EnglaBdiVfiiioei 
and America, ^ but a triple alliance of die people of Englu4 
^ of France, and America." You find in diat addreft of ike 
Conftitutional Society, diat when republicanifin had tidcai |rii6e 
in America only, its effulgence could not enlighten dK .Cpiif 
tinent of Europe^ but^ when diis example had been UOdflii 
in France, then, (ay diefe Societies, manldnd are tq 
free— then, fiiy they, we are fellow labourers in the I 
caufe with you, and being fellow labourers. in die (ame cafpC^ 
^ BritoRS, fivethouiand Britiih Citizens," lays one addrcftH%l 
the other, ** our hearts are with you, mlllioni are fiy-yi'.^ 
^ Britons, who are not yet free, are feop to becgnie Jhs***. 
and why? Becaufe die principles of ifae Rig^ 9f MaQlfVe 
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mvked a Ki^g oat of die Conftitudon of France; and, Aat 
example beiiig fet in Europe, we may hope, wOl work a 
King out of the ConftiCution of Great Britain. I refer you to 
Aefc Addreflb; I infift no man can put any other conftru^on 
upon dienu 

But is this all 7 Had not diefe gentlemen, and had not this 
gentleman at die hv, as early as September, 1792, an intention 
of bringing dbout a Revolution in Great Britain by the efforts 
of a National ConTention in England i Now, give me kavo 
to call your attention to vrtiat it is that Mr. Froft, and diat £une 
Mr. Barl ow— wh o had written that pamphlet— -who had been 
introduced by Mr. Tooke into this Society— who had fent that 
book* and had recdved die duuiks of die Society for the book-^ 
what is it dat diis gendeman ftates to die National Convention 
of France; and then give me leave to aik you whedier the 
projed of a Convention to be held in England for die purpoft 
•f overturning the Monarchy of Ei^bnd, or at leaft its prefent 
Conftitution, and its Kiog with it, asikrasheistobeat 
liberty to exercife any power of xegd Govemmenr, was not in 
the contemplation of this gentleman yi OAober, 179a, as the 
■eoeflary eflfeft of what had happened in France i GcntL^ncn, 
pre me leave to aflc you here anodier queftion^-What is the 
nafon why Mr. Froft, fitting in Court great part of this trial, 
baa not been called to explain this uan&dion ? As early as 
Odober, 1792, Mr. Froft (ays— ^ Citizens of France, \^-e are 
" deputed by a patriotic Society in London, called the Society 
* br Conftitutional Information, to congratulate you in dieir 
^ name upon the triumphs of liberty. This Society had la^ 
."< bottccd long in the caufe, with litde profpeS of iuccels,'' 
(Gentlemen, mark theTe words) ^ before die oommenoemcnt 
^ of your Revolution;" that is, your Revolution of the loth 
of Augttft, that glorious victory. Now, do I do them injuftice^ 
when diey ftate this at the bar of dM National Convention ; and 
wbfm^ in die Addrefi from Nantes, the Society there ftate that 
the Conftitutional Society in Enghuid were the firft iiiftitutors 
of the principles upon which the final Revohition in France 
M taken jUastl^^ diis Society had hbouied long, with litde 
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tt profpect of fuctefs, before the commaBoemeiit of your Ke- 
^ volution. Conceive then their exultadony of giadtude^"--- 
that is, of the gratitude of this Society^— ^ when, by die 
^ aftonUhing efforts of your nation, they behold the reign of 
<^ rea(bn acquiring an extention and folidity which pconufbd 
^ to reward the labour of all good men, by feOAriog die hap- 
^ pineiii of their fellow-creatufes,'' Now, I beg your attttitaai 
to the next paflage ; diis is addfefled to the Prefident of a Na* 
tional Convention in a Country that has rejected Monarchy | 
and you. Gentlemen, giving me that attention, which I call 
upon you by your oaths to give me, I call upon you to make 
true deliverance, according to die kiW of England, between this 
gentleman and the Country, whether I have not^ under tfacir 
own hand, a declaration of their own purpofes : ^' Igmuaerahk 
^ Societies"*-this is to the National Convention — ^ Innuwcty 
^ able Societies of a funilar nature are now forming dienftbei 
^ at this moment in every part of England,. Scotland, aqd 
V Ireland : they excite a fpirit of univerfid enquiry into til 
^ complicated abufes of Goverxmient, and the iimple myi^ 
^ 'Reform/' Does that mean an applicadon to FarlifunpttJ 
Na This is an Addoefs to a Natknal (MVftUkn^ die dnajOT 
of which I (hall give prefendy, from the gendeman 8t the bar 
himfeif. ^ After die example France has given,**--iiQ(W #aC 
is to become cafy do you think ? — ^ the fcience of lUvobtiat 
^ will be rendered eafy, and the progrefi of reafon will be tiifA^ 
" It would not be ftrange if, in a period fu (hort of wfafc wa 
c« ihall venture to predict, Addrefles of felicitation Ihould ptA 
*' the fcas''— to yAat ?-*" to a National Convention ia t^ 
« land." . . .1 

Now, I aik yon how that National Convention in Ei^lMi 
was to be brought about ? Was it not Id be brougfit abori^ 
upon the principles of this gendeman, by thde Societiea^ vbkfc 
diey ftate to the French Natioittd Conventioa ^mn formiqg^ap 
this Country : and upon the lame fyftem^.for diefe am the W«d^ 
upon which d.e Nationid AfTcmUy in FtUoe dipn ^ ^ ^H J 
What was to be die effect, RevoliHfoiis beeooii^ eafy kt coUt* 
fcquence of the introduciioa of Aat fyftcm .0^ vUdi thcfe 
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Sodeiwi mm fiirmiiigl'- Why is 4fatr& ^h^^ Natioial Coi^ 
yention in Eiiglaiid, fuch 9s die Naponal Convention in Jrancc, 
fo which Addrefles were to ^ Tent fixn . Fiance ? Did the 
^refident mifunderfbuid #ien ? It fsvould be a moft extnordi- 
Wrj^ircumftuiGe'tonMke it nuueri^I that this was not a time of 
war; and this defervef jour. attcndoi^i. for I iay it is totally in- 
dfferent withre^Mfttodi^effea of this -evidence j and I 1^ 
md entreat I nuy hpvjBtlK corr^pn of xny lfOrd» that I may 
Jipt be wrong in ftating» that it is whoUy indiiFeKnt to t^ 
^iew in which I mm r«prefeatif^ the <;afe| .vis. to fltew- that 
Ai% Society had a projed of 4 Conventionp ft% contradiftii^iflied 
from Pariiamcnt, to overfed the Government of England; thtt 
Ait did not take place in a time of open w^n Can an Englifli 
;fury miftake the intentions of this gentleman, when the Prcfir 
dent of the Frendi National Convention fo clearly uaderftood 
Aem ? Had he any viewv but thole of die fubverfion of the 
^ifbnardiy of the Country? Give me leave to tell you how 
Mbat FrefideQt addrefles Frolk and Barlows and bodi diefe gen- 
Htfom might have hem calkd by tfaps gentkman at the bar to 
rngkin tUs trapA^on* iiear the anfwer~^ Brave children of 
^ a Nation which hasgiytn kiftrc to the two worlds, and great 
#'cxan>ples to tfe unlveife^ 3fou have addrefled us with fom&> 
^'.thipg more than good wiflies, fince the conditioa of our 
f'twiirriors has excited your fi)Iicitude."-**Nowy mark die next 

ge ! Is diis a fit thing fcr an Eoglifliman— « friend to 
i\epre|ientation-Ha ftveod to die Mdnardiy of his Country» 
41 fi^Jfcr to come In^his pofleffion ?*««an Addrcfs from the Na- 
Conven^on* w^idi had depoTcd a King, in a Conftitution 

i II reprcfantation as extenfiye as might bo ^ The de- 
^ fenders of our liberty/' that is, thofe who now defend our 
JPrnvb liberty ( and, for God's lake, who were dicy ?---^ will 
f^ wnJky be die fuj^rters of your own i** Gendemen, I beg 
jom attention to the ii^terprfetasion of diis paflagf , when I come 
Mfn&i one or two other Addr^es from that Country—^' you 

# oommvid our efteem, you will accept our gratitude; the fons 

# of ISbcrty through die world will ne^er forget their obIigatioa<i 

# to die Englifli Nation." Here is whit I do not like to apply 

$ 4 ^ bard 
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t hird word to» in dK eafb of a perfbn ftanding chugged ^vi* 
a crime; but here is the cfiDd of diat fiHid wfaidi I compbni 
of in their publictdonh and dieir mifreprelentations of Aeir 
numbers. Indeed, Oendeneo, Ait is a aaoft fericms part of 
this cafe; fer, vdien jm retelfea what die French ConventiQa 
did, I think, upon Ae T5th or 1961 of November or Deoembcr, 
179a, when diey came to a deerte dtet Aey would liippoft iH 
people, in all countries, ^rfiowercTpMbd to aflbrt dieir Sbcrtjr 
againft their Conftitution, no man living ctn ever ferioidly be* 
fitatte whether dicTe verj AddreSet were not one canle of the 
cakmjties of this Country in which we arc now invobrei^ 
» What Aey owe to die Englifli Nation;** now^ who were 
diis Englifli Nation, whofe diaraAer diefe clubs daied dras fa 
afliime i why, you ftt wh?it diey are, and who diey were; ai4 
this gentleman now at die bar is to tell you that dieir .Midbos 
werefinaU, their funds inconfidcrable; diough I (liallflMiiF jpiii 
by and bjs that they thought^ or reprefented diat 
tha; they amounted to the repreientadves of 700,006 
this Country. They, defending diemfelves now 
charge, are pleafed to turn into ridicule die 
of the Society, by obfervadons, wfaidi I flidl fiidsfy fM-fid^ 
fendy have nodiing upon eardi to do widi die real iMrils of ddi 
caule; and yet they have no difficulty to reprefimc dMBifiJfc^ 
fpeaking to the Government of France, fpeiikii% of the 
Government under whidi they live as die Englifli Nalioi. 
They dien proceed dius~« The (hales of Pym, of Hmtf- 
** den, and of Sidney are hovering over your heads> and Be 
'^ moment cannot be diftant \rfien the people of Frmtm'n^ 
<^ offer their congratulations to a National Conventioii in Eag« 
•* land." • . • '•• 

Now, I would afk you. Gentlemen, if die PtdidenS-«Mto 
National Convention of France, fiidi as it Wris at duff i^ 
when it was addrelling itfelf to Mr. Froft and Mk*' 
ever thought of fending an Addrefi to a Nad6dal 
of England, hke thofe Meetings or Conventions wUdi 
talked of in die year 1780 or 1785, which were to fubndvfe 
the Parliament of Great Britain die petitions of Ae :peO|Ae, 

4 wdi 



( ^5 ) 
^ridt ddi eflSsft as tfaofe pecitioiit prefented by DckgjrtcH ndMf 
dan by individuik^ might have.. ' 

^ Ocndemeiii I feel diii as a grave part of the cafis, I will 
prds addling improperljr, but I delire the cafe m^y be as gravely 
hard as I Ihall flue it What bys the Prefuieiit, again-. 
^ Generous RepuhUcam, your appeanuice in this place will 
^ form an epoch in die hiflory of mankind; hiftocy will con(»- 

* crate the day whea^ from a nadon long regarded as a zivalt 
** and in die name of a great number of your felbw-citisens, 
^ you appeared in die midft of die itprefentadves of die people 
^ of France^ and flie will not Ibrget to recount diat our hearts 

* expanded at die fight. Tell die Society which deputed yoa» 
^ and afftire joiu fdlow-ciuzens in general, diat in your friends 

* the French you have found men.*' Now> did the gendemaii 
at ii^ bar do odierwife, with refped to this, dian he bad done 
wUk idp^Et to the puUicadons of Bariow and Paine ? By die 
Mfy I ftfgoc to tell you that, though he dilliked diefe publicar 

of Faine to much, as ^ as diey related to Monarchy and 
f, be had no objefiion, as Jordan's evidence ftate% 
tohe wfiifccd about the publicauoo of theiii«-4ie had no ob- 
fjafiion. to gp^ as Chapman ftates, with Paine to the fiooklellers 
ariule they were piinttng^-4ie bad no objediion to lend them 
fcrds as 6r as' oommunications made by the Society, as fiu* as the 
fipciety for Coaftitutiooal Information could fend them forth, ia 
iieir imperfeAftate, and without one hint how diofe to whom they 
r addieflcd could dilkominale die bad finom the good parts. 
1 he any oljediaii to leoeivc this communication from the 
Kational Convention of France} Had he any objetSion to 
|a&g confideied as a generous Republican by ftbc Pre£dcnt 
■f the National Convention of France, which, for important 
he has an obje£Hoa to being confidered by a Jury of 
i countrymen now ) Did be .tdl Mr. Froft— iSir, you 
ken this errand as our. J>elega&B ; yoa have iniftaken 
i to d>C Conventiqii in France I . Qid he te|l Froft he 
had csoaeded his conimiflioo ? Did he tell Froft that he had 
^een guilty of a daring abulc of the jocmMcocc placed ia hui]y 
(b to &m them to dio Prcfidcnt 9I die Rational Convcndon i 

said 
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aM (hat, in' addition to the guilt of that daring abufe, be 
guilty of a daring infult to brii^ him back fudi an anfwerf 
No ! But| as thqr had thanked Mr. Paine in the books of the 
Society for Conftitutional Infixtnation, and had ordered izfioo 
copies, in one inftance, of a work of Paine's to be publilhed, 
Mr. Joel Barlow and Mr. Froft are paid for this great and loyal 
work which diey had been dobg — they are paid for bringii^ 
back to Engbnd the fentiments of the Prefident of the Natiocial 
Convention, that die Conftitutional Sodety were ^ geneiDus 
^ Republicans'* and had the dianks of that Society given to 
them ; and not only given to them, but, unleft I mifroooUeA 
the evidence, with a view to draw the public minds to the 
truifatSlion, the thanks were ordered to be publiflied in die 
public ncwfpapers. ' 

The eftablifliment of a National Convention in France^ WB 
not the firft period in which a Convention to overturn te Go- 
vernment of Great Britain was thought of; but here l\all 
back your attention to a moft important part of the evidenoBLii 
diis caufe*-»I mean, and I b^g to ftate it to my Lord'k laedL 
leftion too, for it appears to me to be a paper moft c aP BsJ Kdy 
important in this cafe, and a paper which, as I ^dunk^ woaS| 
have prevented the poffibility of any man in any of thefe 'Soci- 
eties contending that he was aAing upon the Duke of Kkft^ 
mond's plan — ^I mean the Addreb of the 6di of Aiigufl^ 179S1 
of the Correfponding Society. * 

Gendemen, why do I ftate diis to be- important — becnfe k 
helps to afcertain the end with refpeft to which die Soottft 
Convention in 1793 ^'^'^ ^^ ^ fermed^-bcciufe it helps to A 
certain die end with refpeft to whKh die Conventkn, whid 
was to be held in a fecret fdace^ that was not to be ntnae^ fn 
the year 1794, was to be formed. In Auguft, 1792, Msvpnt 
and Hardy confulted Mr. Tooke upon an Addrefs— -I do aOt 
<ay that he fent dmn an aniwer, becaufe I cannot bring* praof 
of that— but having confulted him upon the rough copy cf their 
Addrefs, previous to its being printed-*the Addrefc of 'dc 
London Correfponding Society ta the Nation; in this fbe/ 
detail abufes, feme wilk tradi^ for, Gentlemen, diere is no 

Govern- 
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in wiiichlbmeabijletdoiKitexift; andoneoTA* 
fnOkes cE lAidk diis • Gomitiy has moSk to oomplaiii of 14 
Ihefis Sodedes is lhis» thtt diey da not allour men oF ordinarjr 
fuiderftandingi to dUtiBguHh between abufes in the adminiftni- 
tioa of tlie Goverameat^ and vioes in the form and ConAitudoii 
of die Government. This forms the wiGkedaB& of corrdpond* 
ing with iiidi people as Broomhead, Where Mr. Todce got 
tha^ aune of Broomhcad, to aflbdate him with hnnfelF, in the 
Omftitutionai Societjr, I cannot conceive ; but diis forms die 
mifchief, and, i am lorry to have to ufe die word, the wicked** 
nefi; but this- forms the mifdiicf of correTponding upon fuc3i 
(bbjeds with fuch men, unlefs you explain moft fully to dicm; 
I iay explain fully, becaufe there is no fubje£b, perhaps, that 
you might not write to any man fafely upon, if you do not mif- 
lead his mind, but act: honeftly with him. In this Addrefs of 
the 6di of Augttft, which was afterwards approved of in the 
Conilitutional Society, and Mr. Tooke has not dared to call 
aiinglc witnefs out of the Conftitutional Society to contradid 
wliat appears upon the book as to this circumftanc^--in dut 
pKfo^ iiXed upon the 6th of Auguft, 1792, a year before the 
Ijocch Convention was thought o^ a year and many mond» 
before the Englifii Convendon was thought of, dicy diftinEBy 
i^ to the world, alter ftadtiglhofe grievances— ^what are we 
sa do f are we to 4ook to-the King for redrefs i to look to Pkr^ 
B— mn for redneft ?*^No I we are to look to thefe Societies for 
lfedPB6 1 to look to the effefi of diefe Societies for rcdrefi ! 
Jbri can there be any doubt fornriiat parpofe they were to look 
ItilfMfe Societies, anlefi you can be men credulous enough to 
th^ thofe who difavow any application to Parliament 
tan application to Parliament; and that thofe who hold a 
to France about a National Convention, fudi as I 
Imk ftated, held duit language not about a Nationsd Convention 
sa.£iigland| to a£l as they a^led in France, but about a Nati- 
onal Convention in England, to addrefe that Parliament wUiSi 
they diftin£lly ftate they will never refort to ? Tliis is not alL 
JLook at the works of Paine, whidi thefe Societies have diflemi« 
mirA lank at the works of BfsrlaWi wbidi diefo Societies have 
' ^ . diflemi- 
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■Wg^y fartWvK>)Td«i't fad ifac gentToouttLfaidlrdie ineaiu 
Ik 4f witot ih» watdohg^he: b nor :an objefi iif proiccutiooi 
VUt K i gwp B H twouid lave doaiB ki the rebellion of 1745 in4 
17151 vheA.k hmdiiBdillmdaad pecfent were concerned in Trde* 
tei but dM prfncipleiif idirtKdjcjr of die bw of Engbmd is this| 
IM' tO'tpply Ac iMr-tt^aliiKifiMM to wliani it is applicable ; but 
WMfpif k CO fuck perfons to whom It is fairly applicable, that 
hffmc6 of die example^ obedience to the law may be iecured, 
S0.I fity hsr)6|< I pft^fecute this gentleman in the difcfaarge of mf 
^flondeq duiey^ havisg recvaived his Majcfty*s commandf he 
liei^g adrifiM hy that Conftitutional- advice, in which he ads 
in .evrqr. ciitumftance. of hm royal character and capacit}*. E 
Wing lum heoe^is aprioclpal peifon> underftandiilg the whole 
Vf.tbis tranftflion, and knowing what the meaning was^ and 
TR-faat the projeA w^is, wfacch-ke was. finally to accomplifh. 

Gendtoyen .^. the Jiiry, give me leave to aflc you, did it 
|K>t appear to you that the leading Coiinfel for the gentleman at 
^ bar, found the necefity of 4i|iologiKing for the publication 
«f Paine's books? He mchtiOoM to you a circumftance as afa£t, 
Wiich I won't take notice o^ becaufe it wa^ not proved, and one 
l^ld wifli dat, in dbe admioiftralion of juftice^ fuch diings never 
irere mendooed, bfcauie it di&hks the fair idminiftiation of 
l^ftice. Unkfs iriienhe took.lcayeto mention what I allude to^ 
^ had told fOH aUb that ihereriwts aa idea diat Mr. Paine 
Mwld not be aUetofap^ortthe.eapenceof aprolbcution^ Iwaa 
Mm ny £ricnd would aoa eUMipi lo; prove it I fiiy ao more 
l^pi ddf cifcumftano^.bitt'ifriudierdicw was fuch an idea, or 
Jlftt^lttt he could aaCiii^ppfft:tfairt^eqMince^ is it in anyway 
•tMnnL -. I^ok atidiejefoMdn^ we have read id jou-^HHtitm 
■fcry Jnftaflt'iriwii:. a: t>ro6cutioft had been comrnenced by hi^ 
^MqtAf^a Aim AMrnqr .OenenAagainft a book^ wtidk I vrn^ 
tveaa&yhfttdonerrilosemifciMdtinfaifk, whedier its pablica^ 
tioB ha Ifigli TifiiANi, or nol^ -thanr dL other libdloua pttUica- 
tioaa put together* vWbcSn.hisli&jefty'ttbettAtCDcneyGsaerai 
let aboat fg^ban^ -the boofe,. wlwt:did the ConfHtdtional 
Sdciqcy.d^f iTHafeftteods to limitiQd.&eprefentatioDi and to the 
Confthution of the Government! Theproli:cutioa was coouncnoai 

^ . . -, againft 
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againfl Aofe parts of die bookiriBdi nm Anm die Momi^ 
chy of the Country. Paine (ends Aem word diae lie it 
going to publifli a cheap edidon of dxife wotkM^ and dicfc 
being merely the rumour of a |irafbcttCioo^ and Mr* Pami^ I 
believe, not fhting to them any diing like inability to defiend 
himfdf againft the proTecndon — upon the mert nunour of thrt 
proiccudon, they form a Committee to enquire nvhedier cheAl 
was any truth about It, or not. Why, if die gendeman at the 
bar had really thDUght, as he is (kid to have diought about diab 
parts, which relate to the Monarchy of the Countryi could he 
have fuppofcd that it was poffible that there Ihould not be a 
profccution about it i Would not he himielf have been difpoled 
to hold the language which he held in ijiOj 1782, 1785, and 
1789 — would he not have £ud, Mr. Paine ho at can I contn££l 
all the paiTages of my life, fW)m 1780 to 1789, and become a 
Cibfirribcr to defend you againft a profecudon for a work^ whidi 
profecution relates to thofe parts of your work, ixdiich I bivi 
always been condemning— (which I have neverdielefi beoi 
lending to Sheffield, Norwich, Manchefter, and various oAe^ 
places) how can I join in proteAing you againft fucfa a prafe< 
cution as that? Why! Becaufe it is impoffible hr me tokf 
Aat the law of the land is to be thus infultedi Gentlemsni I 
beg your attention to this, for it has a moft important influeoee 
in this caulc. It belongs to the Joriea of tife Country to &]i 
whether die Government of Ei^land ftall be equd'to fhe' 
fnn^Hons v^ich the bw of Erigfawd hat givcK it; but I ventM 
to (ky that if books are to be puUiAed Mil difperfed in tm 
epanner in which die Conftimioiial Society have publiflied «l 
diTperfed die works of Paiaei fimedmee in die name ef M 
Correfpooding Socieqr, and fometioiee in odKr names; dMI 
the frequency of die occafion for the applicadon of die Jaw ^ 
England, makes die law of EngbMid a dead letter. The V 
bertyofthe pie&iBuftbe under due aninadvwfion cf tke biTf 
it Buft not be under more; but the liberty df die prels ndft 
aeverbefoufed aa Aetby dkeficquencycf AeHeendovfiie&uf 
it, it Audi palfydie arm of die law, and maUf It unequal toita 
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Gcadcmen^ i^this all? I will fiippofe a cafe for the lake of 

ttfrarguimaiv whkrh one has beard ifi almoft all cafes of libds ; 

hk b gatnl (as A ia! fiud in fuch ca&r generally) aa to look iac» 

all parts^of 'theft 'bodoyilbe Rights of. Man, part the firft, and 

iiecond ! DDHot 4iouBaim a iperfim proleduaed for the offienfive 

|MKts of a work.} ^do not coodcmh him for parts, for upon 

ahe whole he meam wcIL There are^ as z witncb had told you, 

afflSmfive parts in di^ Bible! Is a oeuui, diercfere, not to read 

Ihe fiible--Jrou muft ttrtainljr tkke die whole works together, 

land -I am cbntcitt to £iy if, looking at both parts of the Sights 

^'Mati, and k)Olcing at them attentivseljv you can have any 

i^oiibt of their being publilhed with an intent tt> affeft the. 

Monarchy of diia Country, that then the defendant is to have 

itit benefit of every part that he chooTes^ but I defy you to 

find an apology for printing and publiihtng the letter to Mr. 

OiliidhS) which ftates, in the moft diftindl terms, the folly, 

aUhffdirf and nonfenfe of hereditary Llonarchy in any Country, 

%nd that is pubiiihcd, and you obferve, from the paper read to 

jau, not by Paine. If I was to publifh Paine's works, printed 

hjr others, imprpvidently, without an evil intention, I do not 

^ but^ that in that cafe, the neceffities of public fafety might 

i^ire diat the queftion (hould be diftin£Uy put to a Jury, 

^riiedier I did publtfli them widiout an evil intention; hut 

Vhflrt is to be £ud, if a man iets up a ^iseis, and prin^. diem, 

ind &} publifhes them to the world ? He is to all pc^tical i»- 

iBnts and purpofes the author of them. . Now.sriiat is t» be 

iid for die Society for Conftitutional Information, widi reipeft 

^Ifae publication I laft mentioned, and ftr the Correipondiag 

'4adecy> when it publi(hed the letter of Mr. Paine to die j^eople 

Vtf Trance, at die time that that honorary membeiv or ocg»* 

wHl vifitor, call him which you will, of die Conftitutional 

wioty, became a member of the Jrcnch .Convention 2. Thia 

Va important foft-^e was at that -time, or. .was. about to 

teome, i^Kin his own principles, a member 4>f that Nadoaal 

Caimndon, whidi his Co-afiboiates in die Conftituoonal So- 

aife^- Proft and fiarlow, "were afterwards to addrefs.. . . 

^ Gehtkitien, the paiTages in- this book -are not to be mifun* 
3 dcrftood. 
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iLrllood, anJ why the Cooeljxmding Society puUiflied thi9 
^ook in Enghnd, or why the Society for Conftitutional Ii^ 
£>riiiation publtflicd the odier book in £ngland| except for die 
purpofe of its having uitEeBt in Englandf and not in Fiance^ 
is a queftion that the Counfel for the gentleman have not even 
ventured to ilatc, much Ie(s to difcufi* Now, Gentlemen, you 
will find that they date here thus— ** When tboie cootradidUoitt 
'^ fhall be removed, and die Conftitution be made confermaHe 
** CO the declaration of rights." «* When the bagatelles"— -now 
thefe are the publications of men well attached to Monarchy in 
Great Britain — ^ when the bagatelles of Monarchy, royalty, 
^^ regency, and hereditary fucceffion (liall be expofcd, with all 
«^ their abfurditics, a new ray of light will be thrown over the 
*^ world, and the Revolution will derive new ftrength by being 
^^ univerlall}' undcrftood.** And in another paflage it is ftated— 
<^ It is no longer the paltry caufc of Kings, or this or dut 
'^ individual, that calls France and her armies into a£lion, it is 
'^ the great caufe of all, it is the eftablifhment of a new era, that 
^ {ball blot defpotifin from the earth, and fix on the laitiiig 
^^ principles of peace and citizcnfliip, the great republic of 
** man." France was fighting for liberty — ^for what? For 
hcrfclf? No! that (he might carry the ftandard of liberty into 
all nations s and this is the addrefs of the Correfponding Society 
to the pQOfic of P'rancc, publiihed for the benefit of die people 
of England. 

Why, Gentlemen, dus is precifely in correfpondence with 
what Barlow had been doing upon the 6th of October. This 
is preciicly what Paine foretold in his Rights of Man, that Mr- 
Paine, who has been fuch a friend to Great Britain, and vAo 
diilin&lyftatesthathe endeavoured to get an opportunity toooaie 
«vcr from America to England, without being knovm, and to 
remain in fafi^ty till he could get out a publication that fboidd 
open the eyes of the Country with refpeft to the madneft and 
ftupidity of its Government; he who was to (hew that all tbb 
Government was (hipidity and madnefs, is aflTociated a menber 
of this Conftitutional Society— 4nd it is the uniform bngyigf? 
of all die publications, that thofe principles^ the unalienable, 

imprc- 
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imprefcriptiblc principles of the Rights of Man, necefiarily lead 
to die depofitionbf a King; and, witK that prappfitton diftinftljf 
and clearly before them, and publiflied by themj it remains yet 
tb be ftafed to you why fhofe publications tirere circulated ia 
Great Britain* As to what the gentleman at the bar meant by 
a Nitiohil ' Convention, and what it was to do, I refer you 
again, without going through it, to the letter of the Editor of 
die Patriot at Sheffield, and to the anfwer which has that 
paflage in it about Monarchy and AriftoCracy, which has been 
frequently mentioned to you; and I beg al(b to refer you to a 
ktter fent to the Correfponding Society, the connexion of this 
g^ndeman, with which, I think I have moft fully eftabliihed j a 
letter from Stockport in September, 1792, that Stockport, the 
fireemen of which the London Conftitutional Society flate, in 
t6e letter of the 9th of November, to be fellow labourers whh 
Aeni in the (ame caufe— in the caufe of that freedom, which was to 
deftroy the vipers Monarchy and Ariftocracy. What do the 
freemen of Stockport (ay in this letter to the London Corre-* 
^nding Society of the 27th of September, 1792 ? Why they 
fiy, adverting to that paper of die 6th of Auguft, 1792, which 
came from the Correfponding Society, and with refped to 
which the gentleman had been confulted ; they fay diat your 
paper of the 6di of Auguft, 1792, does not rife Ugh enough; 
we, freemen of Stockport, we wifli to be governed by no power 
Alt has not been imm^iately conftituted by ourfelves; diey 
fiiy that the Pariiament is incompetent to die work, whiltt die 
Houfe of Lords retains its prefent authority m die Legiflature^ 
and while the Bench of Bifliops retain their feats in the Houfe 
of Lords. They fay, will not die evils be done away all at 
once by a Convention, and then the anfwer, which is written in 
4e £une month of November, I think, from the Correfponding 
Society by Mr. Margarot, an aflbciated member of the Con- 
ftitutional Society, and Hardy, an aflbciated member of the 
Conftitutional Society; that letter, to which alfo I beg y(mr 
ittention when this cafe is fummed up, it ftates to diefe perfons 
->f "That diey are glad to find them fo hearty in this caufe, that 
^ they fpcak' out"— that is die language of Uic letter—^ as far 
Vou IL T « as 
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'^ as prudence and difcretion will permit diem to (jpeak cut-i* 
You aflure u$," Iky they, " that numerous odier reforms will 
^^ follow, if a Univerfal Reprefentation of the People was ob- 
^^ taiiicd." Numerous other reforms ! What other reforms 
were to follow i Why, iay the(e perfons, wridng to the Stock- 
port Society, *^ get that, and all the other reforms that you want 
<^ will follow. Point your objeA to diat — that is as much as 
^< we can, in prudence and dilcretion, at prefimt dedarcf and 
^ our addreflfes," they (ay ^ are ftated in as ftrong language as 
^ we can now venture." Now what was the ftrong language 
which they could then venture ? Why, neither more nor lA 
than this — that they would feek no redrefs of the King, that 
they would feek no redrels of the Parliament, but that they 
would feek redrels in their own Societies. 

Gentlemen, it was forther neceflary to teach in Great-Bri- 
tain what was meant by a Convention of the People.-^The 
people of this Country are extremely wedded to the Conftitution 
under which we live. Opinion is the great fupport of this Go- 
vernment, as it is of every other, and we have formed our (^Hnkm 
upon (he experience of ages. I (ay for myfelf, as a fubjefk of 
Great-Britain, I hope I (hall be in my grave before we part with 
the benefit of that experience. I believe, Gentlemen^ dat moft 
of the individuals who have been mifled to form die Scottb 
Convention, and to meditate another Convention by the cAfls 
of refolutions, and circular letters, and meetings in die open 
;tir, and a great many other things, that my friends have not Ten- 
tured to take notice of in this great caufe ; I believe, Gcndemeo, 
they would once have (aid with me, may we all be in our gnves 
before this change of fyftem fhall take pbce ! That tbm are 
evils in the Government of die Country, no man will denj} 
bu^ that they were felt in that extent, in which the country So- 
cieties have been taught to feel them, and in which the country 
Societies have been inftruded to teach others to believe thcmfl 
do not believe } and I refer you to die letter to the Editor of the 
Patriot, as a proof diat this Country would have been, in its 
union of fentiments, undoubtedly the happieft Country in the 
world, as I believe, in £id, it fiill is, notwitUUnding the pro* 
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pagation of diefe doftiines, if dieie dodrines had not been pro4 
parted with that art, which makes the power of the law une-v 
qual to die mifchiefs ndiich are committed againft it. You 
would have feen, but for diis, little of the tranfa£lions, the na- . 
ture and tendency of whidi we are dticuffing here this day. — It 
was neceflary to work down by art the love and afie<Etion of the 
people of Great-Britain for their Conftitudon, not of thofe 
friends to limited reprefentadon living in London, that enlift all 
men alike, or the Society at Stockport, that will take no Go« 
vemment but what their Society conftituted, but of men in 
other places, whom they aflTociated with themfelves, and who 
bad doubts and fears about their views, who afk them if they 
mean to pluck up Monarchy by the roots — to fuch men it was 
neceflary to hold a dark, cautious, myfterious language— to 
others, who dedre to be fatisfied, it was neceflary to ftate no- 
thing openly, but to fay, get only this reprefentation, and all 
will be right ; and, in fhort, it was neceflary to put together^ 
if I may fo exprefs myfelf, into the coach that is to go to Houn* 
flow, .and beyond Hounflow, all forts of men, fome to get out 
Ihort of Hounflow, fome to go to Hounflow, fome to another 
place, and fome to the end of the journey. For the purpofe of 
ttrrying their projed into execudon, they enlift all men, of all 
fentiments, vrith refped to Government, and, at a hazard, the 
extent of which they fee. Do* they not do" thefe things I defire 
of you to determine, when you come to' do' that juftice which 
you are to do your Country, and the gendeman at the bar^ 
who is an eflfential part of your Country, and whofe Country, 
upon diis occafion, you are. — Do they not do thcfc things, rq- 
Mved to carry their projed, even if it was a more limited pro* 
jeft, into execution, though it could not be dohe with6Ut the 
kisaid of enablmg odiers to effe£htate furthef purpofes, which 
they woidd now diiavow. When the coach had* got to Hodri^ 
flow, tlus gentleman, perhaps,' might not be able to' get ofif *; 
vriien he^had driven other peribns in the cOAch the^e, the^" pei^« 
fims in the coach might have driven him further ; but I d5' n66 
fee that it is a fufliciem excufe for a'tnati's gt)mg;, appftfently for 
vocmmoA purpofe,' with odiers to' Hoanflotv, wBn^ he knew, 
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intended to go a great deal further— ifaat lie had, in hU o«fl 
mind, an intention to ftop dier^— One exertion of the art I have 
fpokcn of, was to take care that the charaAer of a Gonventioo 
(hould be taught in England. Thejr haw told you, on the 6tli 
of Auguft, 1792, that diey were to have nothing to do with the 
Parliament— that is the cfFeft of the evidence— they have ad- 
drefled the National Convention in France : they have received 
an anfwer from the Prefident of the National Convendon, un- 
der the circumftanccs I have mentioned: if thele addrelb 
meant nothing with refpeS to England, what are we to lay ipnth 
refpe<Sb to their traniactions, as far as they relate to Citizen 
Barrere, to Citizen St. Andre, to Citizen Roland, to thofe two 
entries in the Conftitutional Society's book, where they ftate 
the fpeech of Barrere and St. Andre, as given in the Moniteur, 
I think, of the 4th, 5th, 6th, and 7th of July. I aik now, far 
I have not heard it ftatcd, what was the purpofe of this ? Wht 
oh]tSt could the Conilitutional Society, which has done all tfaofe 
ads, with refpecl to a National Convention, have in view by 
this? Did thofe who came to this rcfolution, and not only 
came to it, but who ordered this refolution to be printed in thp 
public newfpapers, did they mean any thing by ity or nochiiig} 
If they meant any thing by it, I fliould be exceffivdj ghd that 
human ingenuity would tell me what it was that they did men. 
by it, but to draw the attention of the public to the nature of 
that Convention, which they themfelves were to fpeak 0^ and 
hereafter to Miftitute in different parts of this kingdom. Gende* 
men, I cannot believe, bccaufe how is it poffible ? I am fme^ 
if it were poflible, 1 Jhould be very glad to ftate it to you» to 
tiy to you, that calling the public attention, to what I am now 
going to mention to you, is confiftent with any of thofe paflaga 
between 1780 and 1789, that you have heard of in the tianfiic- 
tions of . the gentleman at the bar. You will give me leaver 
when I ftate to you that I know not how to reconcile themi la 
beg that you will attempt to do it on the part of the gentlana 
at die bar. 

.Gentlemen, you obferve diat the xdbludon fbr admittii^ C- 

tizcn St» Andre into the Couftitutional Sode^, has been |uo- 
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daced in the hamU writing of Mr. Tooke. You will recoHeft 
al(b| diat not one fingle indiridual of the Cohftitutional Society 
has been called to you to explain diis tranfaAion. Now diefe 
ipeedies contaun two tlungs ; diey contain firft, a difcufHon of 
that principle of die law of England, the inviolability of a ' 
King, diat is to fity, the Conftitution of diis Country has in it 
a principle, which hdds diat the King can do no wroi^, making 
odier peribns in every exercife of the power, which he has un- 
der die Conftitution, refponfible for the advice which diey give 
Mm. Our Conftitution has held the King inviolable. I alk 
you, why was die public attention to be drawn tp a French 
newfpaper, containing a difcuffion upon die folly and abfurdity 
of die inviolability of a King ? I a(k allb if it was the purpofe 
0f diefe perfons, and particularly of die gentleman at the bar, 
that there fhould be a meeting of Delegates in this Country to 
influence Parliament, and, through the organ of Parliament^ to bring 
about a Reform in the Government of the Country ?— Whedier 
Aat influence was due influence or whether undue influence, I 
fhould be glad to aik you, when you come to attend to diis pofiage, 
with fudi obfervations as you will hear upon it ? On the laft 
trial it was ftated, and felt as fit diat it fhould be underftood, 
dm die prilbner, dien tried, could not be anfwerable for the 
French, fo much as came from France, which was not tranflated, 
and which he could not underftand, that he could not be anfwer- 
Mt for it, as the gentleman muft be anfwerable, upon whofe 
niotion diefe things are adopted: I aflc you for what purpole the 
puUic attention was to be called to the nature of a National 
Gomrention i And now, Gendemen, I will read to you what 
h b that die attention of the people of England is caiUed to by 
thii addrels, in January, 1793. — " The people of Paris, by 
* making a holy infurredion againft the King'^-— a very odd 
tUf^, to make a holy infurredion againft the King — ^ on the 
^ lOth of Auguft, deprived him of his charaAer of inviolabili«* 
'^ ty ; die people of the other departments applauded this in(ur« 
^ reffion,, and adopted the refult of it ; the people have, diere«< 
tt fere, already interpofed to deftroy the royal inviolaUlity."^ 
tf Louis was invdted by the tacit copfent of dw people with a 
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" Conftitutional inviolability s dieir ticit coti&nt has deprived 
**' him of the £une, and is, therefore, as lawful as the grant of 
*^ it The inviolability of die King cannot be abfolute, it is 
^^ only relative, and for the end of maintaining the independence 
*( of the conftituted authorities." Now of what eardily uie 
couM it be that the people of England Ihould be taught this 
with refpecl to the King of France i Of what earthly ule 
could it be that the attention of the people of England Ihould 
be called to this do£h:ine ? Certainly it is not to be fiated in a 
Court of Law in this Country, as conriftent with the law of 
England, that they Ihould be taught thefe principles. To whoai 
were they to apply it ? Were they to co-operate in eftaWifhing 
the inviolability of the King of France ? Were they to afl^fl 
in the holy infurredions, which had amounted to what is called 
a tacit repeal of this inviolability ? What is the purpofe of this 
gentleman, but to tell the people, who are to meet in that Na« 
tional Convention, ti^ich I Ihall infift upon prefently, it is paw 
fecUy clear before you upon the evidence, was what thofe per^ 
fons meant to call together in England, and, in hiSt^ had called 
together in Scotland, to the moft ferious alarm of the Coontiyi 
(I ferioufly doubt whether any man in this Court ^i» dn^i fit- 
ting under the commiffion of the King of Ei^land, if that body. 
had been fuffered to fit in Scotland, I ^peak Ac t^nameot thit 
fell from the Court upon the laft caufe, would have been faSatd 
to remain in a capacity to try thefe cauiles) to tdl thofe people 
that if the Convention, wherever called, found it neceflary to 
carry its purpofes into eiie^l, even by holding the King vioUbki 
they were to confider themfelves as being in that ftate of holy 
infurredlion, that would juftify them in the fiune meafuiesi 
which the Conftitutional Society, by recommending thole people 
to their notice, fay was juftifiable in Franca 

What is the idea of the gentleman, taking this paper to coo* 
tain his idea,- of a Convention ? And fee how hr it is cofifift- 
ent with the idea of applying to Parliament, dtker duly or un* 
duly influencing Parliament, how far it does, or not^ fell in 
within the principle, the rule of condud laid down in the Len- 
Con Coriefpoudiiig Society's addrefi of die 6di of Auguft, 
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1791 ; tint tiiey ve not to apply to Parliament, but to depend 
upon themlelyes ? How fiur it falls in with that National Con- 
vention, and I b^ your attention to it, which, according to the 
20di of January^ was to redrefs itfelf by its own laws, and not 
by the laws of its enemies, plunderers and oppreflbrs ; for fo it 
repreferited the Legiflature of diis Country to be. Hear the 
words which he recommended to the attention of the people of 
England—^ A Coaventim is a conftituent body ; diat is a body 
^ that is to make a Conftitution for the people ; a Legiflature 
^ makes laws under an eftablifhed Conftitution ; and, in con^ 
^ formity to it, it is deipotifin when, in the ordinary and per* 
^ manent eftaUifhment of a State, there is no feparation of 
^ powers ; but it is of the very efience of a conftituent body 
^ to concentre, for the time, all authority \ it is die very nature 
** of a National Convention to be the temporary image cf the 
^ Nation, to unite in itfelf all the power of the State, to em^ 
* ploy diem againft the enemies of liberty, and to diftribute 
^ them in a new, focial compaid, called a Cohftitutidiu*' 

Gentlemen, this is not an adual publication of this papeff 
but a fpedes of publication of this paper. And is not this a 
publication of the (ame nature as diofe bodes, which hold Par* 
liament incompetent to make a Conftitution? Is it not the 
fbbftance of thofe a£b of the Conftitutional Society, which had 
leoommended a Convention for the piurpofe of fohning that, 
wUdi thefe works have, over and over again, aflerted does not 
cadft in this Country, a Conftitution ? Is it not giving to the 
people of England die chara£ler of that Convention, which is 
alike in its principles and in its Cbnftitudon, to that, which had 
been recommended in every bobk, that they had publiflied? 
You will find it is confiftent with every zA they had done, both 
with refpe^ to Scotland, and alfo widi refpefi to England, up 
■ to die month of April, 1794. 

Gendemen, there is evidence before you which, whenitctMnes 
to be fiated, I would likewife defur your moft ferious attention 
to, I mean the letters which pafled between January 1793, and 
die i6di of April, 1793, and fubfequent periods, prior to the 
(Kinatioo of die Seotch Convention $ they dderve. Gentlemen, 
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all the attention which can be due from a Jury of die Country to 
any (uhjcSt that deferves die attention of the Country, and of a 
Jury, in whole verdifis, after all that we have to iay about the 
Conftitution of the Country, in and by vrfiofe verdi^ that Coo- 
fiitudon lives and breathes, and has its beingt They never there- 
fore can be fpoken of too ref[>e^ully, and feding thus of the 
high charader of the fiinAions that you are by and by to dis- 
charge, I am fiire that, in acafe of great importance to my Coun* 
try, you will allow me to go through it if I can, calling for your 
a&ve attention to it. 

Gentlemen, petiUons were fent to Parliament^ to that Parlia- 
ment, to which, upon the 6(h of Auguft, 1792, the Corrcfpond- 
ing Society, modified as before ftated by the prifoner, had (aid 
it was in v^in to refort— ^ot only in vain to refort, but not con- 
fiftcnt with their principles to refort— that Parliament, which was 
incompetent to do die work which they were to do ; to tana 
that, which, they aflerted, did not exift in Great Britain; A 
Conftitution— What do they do ? You will find a great variety 
of letters, and I beg your particular attendon tothofe kcten, 
from various Societies, defiring to know what was to be done 
about petitions. Attend to the fubftance and effed of them 
all, and I won't wafte your dme by going into the paidcuhurss 
they contain fuch foul afperfions upon sM'iftocracy, upon the 
higher orders of life, that, i4pon my word, one can haitfly rmI 
them without (hu^ering ^ but they lay diftin£Uy, in more dan 
one or two of them, ^ What is it that we are to do ? S h ^ H ne 
** pcdtion die King? No! That is fruitlcfs— Shall we go to 
f* Parliament ? No 1 we arc an opprefled people, and won*t go 
« to Parliament: Shall we have a Convention; That it die 
^ thing to which we look, when the people (hall have become^ 
mark the wo^ds ^ virtuous and covirs^eoi^s enough p hold 
" it." 

Gentlemen, they have before, in various letters, flated, and 
I beg your attendon to that too, that it was fo be d^qe by didr 
own ftrength-T- that it was to be done by imitadng the valour of 
dieir fore&thcrs— diat it was to b^ done by moving on in one 
united coDipaa fj&aa of affiliated dubs, till fjngla^ % d«: 
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is the ezpreffion from. Sheffield, till England (hall become fresi 
as France has become free; till thcfe Societies fhall fprcad from 
city to city, from town to town, from village to village, from 
hamlet to hamlet^ till they cover the whole face of this fca-girt 
iile. Then it is that the « Nero's of the day" as one of the let- 
ters iays, Ihall fly bcftsrc their oppreffed fubjefts — then it is, fay 
they, that we will tell you, for fuch is the import of another 
letter, and the only letter, that die Counfel for the prifoner ven- 
tured to obierve upon, in the whole courfc of the year 1792, 
then it is that it will be time enough for us to tell you (while we 
give you advice, in the mean time, not to talk about ripping up 
Monarchy by the roots, not to mention, in the mean time, Mo- 
narchy or democracy, but to fpeak of nothing but Reprefentation 
of the People in Parliament, words, give me leave to fay, that 
occur in the ftatutes of this land, in the time of the Republic; 
words which are equally iatisfied, by a Houfe of Common?, in 
Parliament affenbled, for fuch is the legal phrafe given to the 
Houie of Commons in Parliament, in the time of Cromwell, and 
equally iatisfied by a Houfe of Conunons co-exifting with a Houfe 
pf Lbrds, and a King, which could form no part of a fy^em 
agreeable to the Rights of Man) then it is, fay they, that we 
will fpeak out, as die Sheffield paper informs you, with a voice 
that will be like the thunderings from Mount Sinai, then we 
fliall tell the five hundred and fifty-eight gentlemen, in St. Ste- 
phen's Chapel, to walk about their bufmefs. This is their lan- 
guage, and yet, forfooth, this is not a confpiracy that was to zA 
by fiwrce ! You will fee prefently whether it was a confpiracy to 
aft by force | Give me leave to tell you, that that mind is not 
capable of flating ideas with precifion to thofe to whom it ad- 
drefles itfelf, that can find a diftindion between a confpiracy 
avowedly formed for ading by force, and a confpiracy to bring 
together a body of people determined to carry their objc6l, and 
which mufl, a( laft, a£l with force, or defert its objeft. 
The Convention, he kiiew, muft a^ with force, and could not 
acoomplifh its projedl, unlefs it a£led with force. The Lregifla- 
fure of the Country could not, he knew, permit it to execute 
its purpofe n and, if it was determined to accomplifh its obje6l^ 
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tbe praSice of having flum petitions dated, and {ham motions 
made^ merely to be over ruled ; poor ignorant men, that are 
dear to the law and Conftitudon of England, but ought to be 
treated better, becaufe they are dear to the law and Conftitu* 
tion of England. To fee fo many perfons, in all parts of the 
kingdom, embarked by ialfe reafoning and artifice in this pro« 
je(5t, I proteft to thofe who have looked into the ftate of this 
bufmefs, and who have been bound by the difcharge of fuch z 
dttty^ as, I pray God, may never fiill to my lot again to look 
into it, it is too painful to fee to what an. extent^ this mifleading 
fyftem has gone. 

Gentlemen, you find a great number of Societies at Norwich ; 
you find an extenfive Society at Sheffield ; you have feen that 
Society at Sheffield reprefented as containing two thou(and mem- 
bers; Broomhead (aid there were not above fix hundred: for what 
piKpofe were they reprefented as two thouiand ! Why, to make 
the Norwich people believe there w^e confiderable numbers at 
Sheffield* They ftate, you obferve, from one place to another, 
tfaftt great numbers are joining them in each : they are taught to 
bdieve^ that great numbers of members exifted in places where 
ijbcn were none, and that the numbers were encreafed in other 
pltees when they had received no increafe: and the minds of 
Ikeir adherents are prepared by the idea of their numbers for a 
Convention. The proje£l of the Scotch Convention is then 
thiMght of. I beg here your attention for a moment, to the So- 
ciety called the Friends of the People, becaufe I wifh to put you 
completely in poiTeffion of what I am contending for ; and do not 
Jot me be underftood to fay, I am not laying that Societies of 
mm may not in this Country aflbciate, in a great variety of ways, 
t^ bring about any Reform in the Gqvernment of the Country^ 
whkli is confiftent with the fpirit of the Conftitution and the 
law, ieeking it finally by application to Parliament I cannot 
imijeftake to define the degree of influence they may exert over 
tbe mind of the Parliament, I find nothing in that Society of 
t|ie Friends of the People which has gone too far, unlcfs it fhould 
happen to be that letter, that feems to have been read either at 
tbe Qlobe Tavern or at Chalk Farm. Stating a very humble 

opinion 



f 28+ ) 

o;«ir.ion upon that« it fiems to me to have gone rather too fiur, 
but it is an important fa6l in this bufinefs, that thefe gentlemen 
infonned the Society for Conftitutional Information, fo early as 
May» 1792 ; that they could not but look upon that Society as 
going to very dangerous lengths; that they themfelves meant 
nothing like anarchy and confafion, and therefore would have no 
correfpondence with them. I mention the faft, as I under- 
ftand it, becaufe it appears to me not to be out of place in this 
bufinefs, to mention another thing, namely, to (hew how thefe 
Societies are made the tools of each other. In this Socictj of 
the Friends of the People, Major Cartwright mentioned, diat 
one thing had been carried by acaftingvote; but can I illuftrate 
any diing better, by way of (hewing the dangerous tendency of 
thefe things, than to fay, that if it had been carried by a cafting 
vote die other way, the Friends of die People would have been 
holding the language of die Conftitutional Society in eflcfl^ 
though thry had been rejecting all correfpondence widi diem. 
I would not mention this, but it leads me to a circumftanoe I 
have omitted in its proper place, as it refpe£b die evidence, as it 
aflFec^s the gendeman at the bar. It appears, Gentkmeo, dnt 
his Society corrcfponded widi a Society at Sheffield; it appears 
that the Socictv of the Friends of the People correfpoodtd widi 
the Society at Shuffield : upon the 26th of May, die Society at 
SheiHcid write a letter, which has been produced in evidence^ 
and which has like wife the corredion of the prifoner contained in 
it, which ftatc-s that they find the Friends of the People are Ml 
going ujwn the Right-? of Man; and in efied ftatcs, they wiD 
have notiiing to do with them, but will be governed in didp 
connc'dion with the Friends of the People, to the extent dnt the 
Sociciy for Conftitutional Infoimation will permit. Whyj 
Gtntlemcn, does not thi> moft clearly ftiew, that die Society Ibr 
Conftitutional Information at Sheffield was in trudi an engine ia 
the hands of the Society for Conftitutional Information in Loo- 
don, and that that Society was an engine, to a confideraUe ev* 
tent, in the hands of the gendeman at the bar, has, I think, been 
proved. 

There is anodier obicrvatian this Iqids me to, before I roeft- 

wtx 



r i^i ) 

' (tofi agiJn the Scotch Convention ; and that is this— It Wad 
fuggefted in the outlet, by the crofs-cxamination, that the gen-«- 
tlenun at the bar was really but a mere vifitor to the Conftitu« 
tional Society. Now, if the evidence ftates a flat contradidion 
to that| it will be for you to judge with what purpofe that was 
ftated i and it is an extremely remarkable thing, that there are 
very, very few inflanoes; indeed, to be found, though extremely 
numerous were the times of meeting during the three years we 
have been talking of, in which that gentleman was abfent from 
this Society ; and I am fure, after what has pafied here, I (hall 
not be thought to make an uncandid remark when I fiiy, that 
the accuracy with which this gentleman remembers tran(a£lions 
which had pafled in Clubs and Societies of that kind, is not the 
Jeaft remarkable circumftance that has happened in the courfe 
of this caufe* You will allow me alfo to fay, that you have 
been toU that the funds of the Conftitutional Society were finall; 
that their number was not many ; and that they did not mean 
to 2iSt with force. Why, Gentlemen of the Jury, till thofe 
circumftances had taken place in France upon which the gentle* 
man at the bar has been aAing in this Country, this fort of 
thing was never thought of, which has been the projed meant 
Do be carried into execution ever fmce March, 1792. It was 
not by die numbers of die Conftitutional Society, of whom 
bardly one has been called to tell you what they meant ; it was 
not by the numbers of any other unaflbciated Society, but it 
' was by the ftrength of the Correfponding Society, confifting of 
ftme thouiands — by the ftrength of all thefe Societies, in the 
dificrent parts of the Kingdom, that were to be affiliated and 
aflbciatrd with this Society, that the obje&s of this Society were 
to be carried into execution, without much of perfonal hazard 
ID ti|M9fe who were the real authors of the plan that was in agi« 
titkm, and was well nigh ripening. When I fay ^ well nigh 
^ ripening," I ufe their own language ; for you will find that 
during the greater part of the year 1793 they fay, that when 
Aey GUI 2£t with the valour of their forefathers, when they 
on a£t upon their ftrength, and when the time ihall come, 
Acn diey fay they will a^ You will find that in 1793 
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and 1794 they fay not only that the time is now com^ but tkf 
likewife fay that the time, that is now come, is the time in 
which they muft aft, or muft lofe it for ever; epdcavcuriog 
again to miflead ignorant men, by holding a language about Hef- 
fians and barbarians, which could mean nothing but that they 
fliould 21& and rcfift with force. 

Gentlemen, it is a fingufaur circumftance, whidi I have not 
taken notice of, and which conneAs itfelf with die Scotch Con- 
vention, that thefe affiliated Societies in the country fiiould, all 
at once, be defirous of having a connexion with the Society in 
London— the London Correfponding Society; that this love of 
Parliamentary Reform, as it is called, (hould grow fo ripe in 
the Country, and that it fhould do fo exa£Uy at the (ame period 
all over the Country ; diat correfponding ideas fhould be ex- 
cited in every part of the Country ; that, at the £une inftant^ in 
^larch, 1793, without any management, thefe Societies ihoiiU 
conned themfelves with the Conftitutional Society, or Loodan 
Correfponding Society. 

Gentlemen, it has been contended 0n the other fide^ that this 
gentleman was not anfwerable for the proceedings of die Scotdi 
Convention. That he lived at Wimbledon, and not in £<&!• 
burgh, is an undoubted hEt ; but I (ay that it is dtftin£Qy dear 
upon this evidence, and I beg your attention when my Loid 
fiuns it up, that the ConftituUonal Society in London widi the 
Correfponding Society (I mean always here thoTe individuals 
of each who undcrflood their project, which of them underftood 
it I do not know ; but it is my duty to fubmit to you, as I d6 
moft confidendy, that the gentleman at the bar did underftand it) 
—it is diftindly clear that die Scotch Convention, vrfiatever wm 
the nature of its adions, never would have met a fecond time 
to commit thofe adions, but dirough the invitation of thofc 
Socieues in London. Is there no connection with Sidrving I 
Is there no connexion with Gerald ? — Gerald was prcqpofed 10 
the Conftitutional Society by Mr. Tooke. There is no co»* 
nedion, it is laid, between Mr. Tooke and Sinclair: it is !»• 
poffible to deny the Conftitutional Society was conne6ted with 
Si(lclair« In ftiort, it is iaid there is no connedion widi diit 
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filing in Scotland. Now, there is a letter of Skirvliig's^ whtcli 
is in evidence, which was fent up to the Conftitutional Society, 
being a circular letter that he fent to call hack the Delegates^ 
When MargaroC, Gerald, and Sinclair got back to Scotland, 
diere alfo was another letter to the London Correfponding So« 
ciety, in which diey ftate the neceffity of having a Conventioni 
in order to bring about what they call an union of the t^\'o 
nations i a remarkable efftA, to be fur^:, of a Convention that 
was merely to petition Parliament. Sinclair's correfpondence 
comes up to the Conftitutional Society, his letters are read in 
the Society, publications are ordered in the newfpa()ers rcfpecl- 
ing his letters, and meafures are finally taken, which I muft 
detail prcfently to you, upon this fubjed^. Now, here I a(k again, 
if the Society for Conftitutional Information ^^'as furprized inti> 
this meafure of fending Sinclair to the Scotch Convention ; if 
Margarot and Gerald, who were Deputies from the London 
Correfponding Society, had really no connection at all with the 
Conftitutional Society, and went without the privity of Mr. 
Tooke, why has not Hardy been afked a queftion to prove this i 
You are told of the want of funds ; Gentlemen, you will give 
me leave to fay, that it is a very Angular circumftance to have 
happened in Great Britain, that, by the mere fending down ta 
Edinburgh two fuch perfons as Margarot and Gerald from one 
Society, and Sinclair ifrom another, a Convention, confifting of 
BO left than i8o Delegates, fliould have been held in Great 
Britain, which not only do the a£b that I am going to ftate to 
you, but which, it has been ftated and proved to you, diftinClly 
avows, that if they could get a Convention of England and 
Soodand, they fliould reprefent above a majority of the male 
adulca of the kingdom. Great folicitation was made from the. 
London Conftitutional Society to Leeds, Sheffield, Norwich, 
and other places, to fend Delegates to the Scotch Convention. 
I^ diereforc, thefe Societies fent Delegates to the Scotch Con- 
▼eiitioo, the fending thefe Delegates is alfo another a£t of the 
London Conftitutional Society, But thefe perfons, it feems, 
are reprefented to you as meaning nothing more than to a6t as 
the Societies in the years 1780, 1782, and 1785 aded, namely, 
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to petition Parliament ! Gentlemen, I beg your attention to 
their proceedings. I (hall be able to ftate them in a very nar- 
row compafs ; but, as they are very important, I muft beg leave 
to inform you what they really are. In this Convention, after 
it had received an encouraging vifit of the Delegates from Lon- 
don, Sicirving fpcalcing of its purpoTe, as being to eftabliOi an 
indiflbluble fraternity between the two Nations,, and to adopt 
that meafure (you will mark his words) " which, at this awful 
«* period, may have a tendency to fave the Country," it s^ypears 
that Margarot reprcfents— " That the Societies in London 
" were very numerous, though fometimes flu£luating ; in ferae 
^ parts of England whole towns are Reformers ; in Sheffield and 
« its environs there are 50,000." So he reprefents diat — ^ In 
" Norwich there are thirty Societies in one : if we could get a 
<^ Convention of England and Scotland called, wc might rcpre* 
*^ fent fix or feven hundred thou(and males, which is a majority 
^ of all the adults in the Kingdom." They then proceeded 
upon a plan of general union and co-operation between the two 
Nations ; — upon a plan of organization. They met firft at a 
place called Convention Hall, and then they moved (and to 
this I would beg your particular attention) that the Convention 
ihould from thenceforth be ftiled " A Convention of Ae 
People." Now, I venture to affert that you may nui£Kk dl 
the proceedings that have been alluded to in this caufe^ £ram 
the beginning to the end, and that no body of men ever vcn*' 
tured to call themfclves, what thefe people called themfelvcfly 
^ A Convention of the People," which is a National Conven- 
tion of that fpecies which was to overrule the Lcgiflature in 
every Country in which it was held. Then they divide dtem- 
felves into Scdions — they divide the Country into DepartmeiHa 
— they appoint provincial Conventions— they receive patriotic 
donations ; and then there is (not entered into their minutes)* 
tliat rcfolution, which has been fomewhat commented upon, ani 
v.'hich I ftate to you to be a very ftrange thing, but which is of 
infinite importaiKe in this caufe, becauft I take it to be a cktf 
pioof that the Convention, which was afterwards to meet m 
England, was to act with fofcr, in cafe they were reflfted in the 
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Mecutioii of their prqeds. Gentlemen, I (hall have to call 
3^>nr attentiaiiy by and by, to die fifth refblution of die proceed- 
ings at Chalk Faniif for which I contend, before you, that the 
gentleoian at the bar is refponfible ; and when you conned aQ 
that pafled in die Scotdi Convendon— -what pafled upon the 
17th of January — ^what pafled upon the 20th of January 
^-*what pafled upon the Xfth of January ; when you conned 
the circular letter of Hardy-^he meetings in the open air 
at different places, diat I have to mendon to you ; and 
when you conned the proceedings upon die 14th of April at 
Chalk Farm, I iay that it is not, according to the nature of 
evidence, dut the efied of it (hould be lefe than this--^at they 
meant a Convention to fuperfede the Legiflature of the Country, 
and to carry that projed by force if it were neceflary. 

Gentlemen, diis refolution, which has been produced to yoq, 
is in the hand-wridng of Mr. Sinchir, the Delegate from the 
.Conftitudonal Society j and I obferve that the gentleman who 
addrefled you laft, for the gendeman at the bar, was obliged to 
hj^ that this was really nothing more dian an intendon to reiift 
fine one ad of die Legiflature, fuch as was fpecified in thefe 
refidudons. But, before I comment upon it, I defire diftindly 
to fity this, diat if the Delegates of the Conftitudonal, or the 
Corrd^ponding Society, have gone one wit further in their adions 
in diit Convendon than was agreeable to their inftrucdons. 
Am flcdons are not acdons for which the gendeman at the bar 
it idponfibljB, unlefs you can be (atisfied that he has fubfequendy 
adopted them, approved diem, and has gone on in England to 
do acta of die fame nature. 

In die Convention diey ftand up and join hands, and pledge 
Acafdves to ftand or £all hand-in-hand -, and this is refemblcd, 
«r gtm n p tpd to be refembled, to the ca(e of perfons meedng at 
WiBiirit or fome other room, upon an elecdon, where die/ 
^ait nf^'^"g to fiipport the intereft of a candidate after he (hall 
beoooae a repre(eotadve in Parliament according to the Confti'* 
tioD.cf £q|g^and: a learned gendeman, who fits by m^ is fup- 
yofod to have propofed (and I know no mm more likely to 
have dwe fuch a diii^ at a particular period of die day}-Ho 
.hofff piopofed, from die genrnfi^ of his bou:^ lo join haw^ 
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and pledge himfclf and others to ftipport dieir candidate. Nov^ 
do attend for a moment to the difference of the objects ; and 
give me leave to afk you a queftion, for I will aflert nothing 
about it. — What muft be the perfuafion of the mind, with 
refpeft to the nature of this aft, of that gentleman, ^o finds 
it ncceflary to riTcmble fuch an a«^ as this, bccaule'it was at- 
tended with fuch a clrcumRance as diat, to fuch an aA as Aat 
which I have been fpeaking of, as having taken place at WilhVs 
room — ^ Refolved, that the following declaration and refolu- 
" tions be inferted at the end of our minutes/* You will per- 
mit me to tell you that they were not inferted in the minutes— 
that there was a reafon for it — they were too dangerous to be 
hiferted in the minutes of this Convention ; but I will fheW xihl 
that they were communicated hither — ^ That this Convention 
** confidering the calamitous confequences of any aft of the 
" Legiflature which may tend to deprive the whole, or any part 
" of the people of their undoubted right to meet, either by 
<^ thcmfelves or by delegation, to difcufs any matter relative 
*' to their common intcreft, whether of a public or prinrtc na- 
*^ tuic, and holding the fame to be totally inconfiflent widi tbe 
** firft principles and fafcty of Society/* 

Gentlemen, when I come to detail to you die refeludons at 
Chalk Farm, you will fee what that expreffion meanSL It k 
to fay that the firft principles of the fafety of Sodety ^tiStt 
that force fhall be ufed againft the Legiflature—^ We do bOcbj 
^ declare before God and the world, that we Aal! tdbmik 
<< wholefomc example of former times, by paying no rtgfai tD 
^Vany^S which fhall militate againft the Cdnftitutfdn 'df odr 
'^ Coujitr}', and fhall continue to aflemble^ and confidef 6f Ae 
' ^ bcft means by which we can accomplifli a real icprdbdidtii 
« of the people, and annual ele£lion, antll cgmpcUiid to dtfit 
,« by fuperior force/* Tt is ftated ivhen the i»brdk * fiqidiir 
<^ force" have been comnieiited upoi), thAt SK&rrlngdidlittM 
himfdf in a fituadon much to refift' fiiperior felte, but )Ub iiU 
fe^what excellent care was , taken to )>rovide 'it bjf; 'Aid'ttA- 
quent proceedings in January, Febriiai^, Mardi, aftd in 'kjjA 
Mr. Skirving, when t^'Wai tamed one df the room 1^ -de 



Magtftrate in Edinburgh, did not refift merely becaufe therd 
was not prtCetit phyfical force enough to refift e(F«;^UBllyt-«but 
Ae mcarting li clear. They mean to fay to the Legiflature of 
England, though you and die King of England have pafled aii 
AfEl of Parliament, yet we^ bring a Convention^ Rave a right 
to judge of jrou ; you, being but a conftituted Legiflature, we 
will not pay any regard whatever to that a£t, which we conceive 
to be hoftile to die Conftitution of England, ^though die con- 
ftitutional legiflative audiority of England fliould have en- 
SL&ci it^ we have authority to decide needier it is conftitutioml, 
or not. « And we do refolve, that the firft notice given fot 

* the introdudion of a Convention Bill, or any Bill of a fimibur 

* tendency to that pafled in Ireland in the laft Seffion oP their 

* Parliament, or any Bill for the Sufpenfion of the Habean 
^ Corpus Aft, or the aS for Preventing Wrongous Imprifon- 
« mcnt, and againft Undue Delays in Trials in North Britain." 
Now what does this mean ? I aflc you, as men of underftand- 
ing) upon jrour oaths, can it poflibly mean any thing (hort of 
dlis— that, if the Legiflature of die Country thought it he- 
cdflary, becaufe thofe perfbns, by their own force, were about 
tt> overturn the Conftitution of the Country, to introduce a 
Contention Bill, or to exert thofe other afts of legitimate 
power to be done upon the ground that, when the public (afety 
rti|kiires it, the liberty of the nation may be parted with for a 
irfilTe, fliat it may be preferved for ever, dien thofe perfons 
irfb6 to fay we will oppofe force by force, and not fufl^er the 
afitf ^ die Legiflature of the Country to have operation, dU 
wfe aupe oppofed by fuperior force. If the force of die Go- 
yftHuatnt Was inferior, they muft be the Government of the 
(^tadSCfy-=*rf the force of the Government of the Country was 
fi^wrior, it could be only by the exercife of that fuperior force, 
dttt'flie legitimate Government of the Country could be liiftained. 
I^iM' iio# g<Ang to read a paflagc, of which I have afked an 
dtfSi/j0i6tii but toaU not receive it. I cannot forbear to think 
ffittri(Kitf psidk^e means neither more nor lefi than what I (hail 
tSS to' you. I think "th^ human underftanding can make no 
MiTaf 'ft-i-* dr Ih cafe" of an invafion, or the admiffion of any 
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^ foreign troops whatarer into Great Biitaift or Ireland.** MoiT 
I aflc why was the Convention of the people, bjDdcgates from 
the Societies in Great Britain, to meet in cafe of an inrafion} 
Why were they dien to meet I Were they to nUy round die 
Throne in ttie ordinary eacecution of their dut^ is loyal fid>- 
jeOs? If they were to do Aat, they were to be under die di- 
redion and controul of the legitimate military power of the 
Country? Why were they to meet in cafe of an invafioa^ if 'it 
was not to aflUldiore who invaded? But dnt is not all— «> Or 
^ die admiffion of any foreign troops whadbever into Great 
^ Britain or Ireland." Why, Gemlemen, itfiM had die ad- 
miflton of foreign troops into Great Britain or Iidand to do 
with the objeSs of a body, to which it is now profefled, and. 
where it muft be profefled at die bar on bdialf of the gentknani 
diat force muft be unneceflary ? I ihould be g^ad to know what 
die admifion of any foreign troops into Great Britain or Ir&*i 
land had to do widi a meeting of a Convention of die pcopk- 
for petitioning Parliament, and obtaining their purpofe b/ in- 
fluence, either due or undue^ take it as you wiU I What the 
refiftance of thofe forces by die meeting of a Convention' could 
intend, unlcfs it was this, that if diere was an idet of a^w?tt*»g 
any foreign troqps into Great Britain or Ireknd, diefe Iqreign- 
troops being under the controul of the miliatry power of tUs 
Country, would be a force diat diey thought was to t 
force which they meanttoad widi? Theyadd-^^ All or j 
^ of thefe calamitous drcumftances (hall be a fignal to ^fcvcnl 
^ Delegates to repair to fuch place as the Secret ( 
^ of diis Convention fluU appoint^ and the firft levcn 
^ bers (hall have power to dedare the fittings 
^< and twenty-one fluU conftitute t Conventioai nd proceed t$- 
« bufineft." 

Gendemen, diere was a projeft in thatConventioa to petitien> 
Parliament. They pa& du: order of die daj upon thtf Did 
they dien mean to petition P^liament? They cdl diemttvcs4 
HouTe— die Convention; they call diemlelves die Britifli Gw-.. 
vention of die people; they divide thamfidves into 
into departments ; they hiw Coounitteea of ivaye and 
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gT fimncesy of jviion, organisttioo of every Ipteies, and tbey ' 
€««ieat laft to tike the very tide of die Nadonai Convention 
cf Fnuoe^ widi die ^fierenoe only tbat the one it Brittfli, and 
die odier it Fiendi— »7%r Britijb Gmwii f m— The firft year 
of the Britiih Convention {vibkh it an epoch) one and in* 
divifible. Gentkmen, I am told diat die funds of thit So- 
tiety ipere finalL I am fnrprised to hear that; but it is the 
only remark that eould be made upon die dicumflancet eC this 
cafe, andlamftnotbetoMdiat^ becaufe die funds of men are 
linall, they can do no mifchief. Bfargarot fiiys in one of his 
letters, which is befixe you— ^^ Money, money, money b all 

* that is wanted;'* and Mardn lays, in one of bis letters be-' 
fme joof"^ That people who have money hcgfn now to come 

* in, and ftt down widi die leaAer apron gentry.'' But it is 
Mpt merdy money that is to do the bufineis— die plan of affi« 
Intion in anodier Country was not done by men, who did it 
#lth money — it was done by die phyfical flrengdi of numbers; 
dw phyficd ftrengdi» which Barlow refers to in his letter, and 
ills ntfher idle^ in fuch a cafe as diis, to be fhting the quantity 
flf money which die Delegates there had, if they were uniting 
llyfical and natural fbength, and aSeding to reprefsnt^ diat 
ii ^tmf could get a Convention of England and Scotland, they 
ftflold reprefent not left than a hundred thoufiuid adult males of 
Ai fangdom* 

'Mow, Gentlemen of die Jury, when this had pafled, and 
#hen diofe perfbns were difperfed by the Magifbacy of die 
flfctiimi, and when certain fentences were pafled upon them, 
wM refped to which I am bound to fiiy one word, not becaufe 
[W|-going to give you my o|nnion about the hw of diefe cafes,' 
^cUwrto fontradia, or not, die prophecy of my learned friend 
Aoot them, diou^ I fhould have been very happy if, in ano- 
dhirpbce, I had received his affiibnce upon die fufajeO, but 
IhtoiH it has been argued by die hft gendeman vrtio Qiok^ 
AM4m could not be Treafim in the Scotch Convention, (not 
dfm^pffindples, I diink he did not venture thus much, but) be* 
diey were p rofec nte d oidy as a mUdemeanor, Now I' 
agree to tfaaty for one reaibn, beoaufi: Ifity, thatvrticnnQ^ 
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more of this matter was difcoyeredt than the proceedings of the 
Scotch Convention, and when one could not make out by all 
the additional evidence which fubfequent difcovery has brought 
forth with refpefi to the proje^ which produced that Conven- 
tion, and which fubfequent difcovery has brought forth widi 
refpc£t to the &£ls, that pafled after dut Convention, it would 
indeed have been a bold thing in the Crown Officers in Scot- 
land, who acted upon their own advice upon this fubjetS, to 
have f.ild that they would impute this, as being unqueftionably 
what it was, an overt-a£l of High Trcafon, when my friends 
contend with fo much ftrength, that not only not this, but that 
all thofe additional circumftances together, which are nowproixd, 
and which contain an infinite number of fuch overt-afis, as they 
appear to me, do not form a ground for the imputation. I fay, 
if the Crown Lawyers of Scotland had ventured upon a pn>- 
fecution for High Treafon, the confequence would be diat 
they might be thought to have had a cafe ihort in proving a con- 
fpiracy, where it confiftcd oiily of the tranfaSlons of that Con- 
vention; I ought not, however, to fcruple faying hcr^ what 
I faid in Parliament, and what the world knows already that I 
did fay, that if the interefts of the public had been committed 
to me upon that cafe as I knew it, when I fo exprcflcd myUfi 
I fhould have thought it my duty to a(k a Jury whether it was 
not a cafe of High Treafon, Confider the real objeds of that 
Convention : — now there is no law in England by which you can 
fay to any man, who choofcs to a(k for your coat^ this coot is 
my own, if I cannot now (ay that a confpiracy to impriicn the 
King, to remove by force evil CounfeUors from him, though 
the confpirators do not mean to afFedl his life, and though the 
parties may profefs great tendernefs for his perfon, is an overU 
aa of High Treafon. It would be a finguhr thing if it was 
not. If it is, it would be more fingular if a confpiracy to imkB 
him remove Counfellors, formed upon the principle upon wfaidi 
this was formed, viz. to compel him by force to part wi& the 
great Counfel of the nation, is not an ovcrt-aS of High Trea- 
fon. But upon that you will reocive my Lord's dirediaai by 
V)d by. 

I now 
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. 1 now conie to the proceedings upon the 17th of Js^- 
niiary, 1794; and vrith refpefl: to thefe proceedings, you 
will permit me, for a moment, to call your attention to 
them, becaule they are of great confequence in this budnefs. 
I fay it is impoflible for a perfon who was privy to thofe pro- 
ceedings, and I fay it is impoflible for the gentleman at the bar 
to contend that he was not a party to thefe proceedings — to 
dcnyy that he meant to carry this projet^l by force. I will not 
go through the particulars of the evidence here, which relate to 
the adoption of Sinclair's proceedings in the Scotch Convention, 
but muft again refer you to the refolutions in the Society's 
book — I muft refer you to the refolutions in the Society's book, 
repeated again, when his letter is taken into confideration — ^I 
muft refer you to the letters which Mr. Tooke himfelf wrote, 
,where he fpeaks of fending Mr. Pitt to Botany Bay, which can* 
not be reprefented, with any degree of truth, as merely a letter 
g( folicitation of fubfcription for Sinclair, for it is a direA 
adoption of his whole conduct; it ftates Sinclair not only to 
Jbgive acSed well, but moderately; and having faid this, I call 
DOW your attention to the refolutions of the 17th of January, 
4794. Now with refpwS to thofe refolutions, Gerald, who 
kid come from the Scotch Convention, was prefent when they 
ip^rc formed 3 he took the chair immediately after Mr. Tookc 
had left it, and propofed a refolution as offenfive as any of them ; 
^fld there is no fingle perfon called to prove that Mr. Tooke, 
^KHigh be did not remain in the chair, did not remain in the 
mv(l at the time of the poffing of this refolution ; but that is 
1^ neceflary, for the Correfponding Society's addrefs of the 
9Qth of January, I fhall ihew adopted fully in the proceedings 
f( the 24th, by the Conftitutional Society, and fully adopted 
ifX the proceedings of the 28th of March, 1794, and likewife 
^ fubfequent proceedings of the 14th of April, 1794; but 
1^ refdution is a ftrong one, and I muft mention it to you-* 
.^hik Mr. Tooke was in the chair they ftate this — ^ We call 
f^ to.mlnd with the deepeft iatisfa£lion, the merited fate of the 

* infiunous Jeffries, once Lord Chief Juftice of England, who, 

* at the era pf the glorious Revolution^ for the many iniquitous 
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" fentences which he had paflM, was torn to piecea hj a bnro 
^ and injured people;** and then it is << Refidved dnt tbofe 
^ who imitate his exaniple de(erve his fiite.*' I ihouU hope 
that men of talents will in future fpeak phdner. 

^< Refolved, that the Tweed, diough it may divide CountrieSi 
^ ought not, and does not make a feparation between thofe 
" principles of common feverity, in which EngUflimen and 
*< Scotchmen are equally inteitAed^ that injuftice in Scodand 
^ is injuftice in England, ^and that die iafety of EngUflunen is 
^^ endangered whenever their brethren in Scotland, for a oonduA 
^^ which entitles them to the approbation of all wife, and die 
«« fupport of all brave men, are fentenccd to Bqtany Bay, a pu« 
^< nifhment hitherto infli£led only on felons." 

" Refolved, that we fee with regret"— and you will bbferve 
that die Counfel for the prifoner felt diemfelves bound to get rid 
of this — ^^ but we fee, without fear, that the period is feft ap: 
^ proaching when the liberties of Britons muft depend not upon 
'^ reafon, to which they have long appealed, nor on their powcn of 
^^ expreffing it, but on dieir firm and undaunted refelutioo to 
<< oppofe tyranny hy the iame means by which it is eacciciftd.** 

Now, Gfentlemen, I aflc any man what that meaos? The 
pourts of Juftice, ailing vnc|er a refppnfibility wUdi dbofe 
Courts are fubjed to in that Country, had paflcd fente ncc s, 
which came under the review of Parliament, aiid| as I may 
(ay, under the exercife of a (harper writ of error, dan die 
proceedings of any Judges in my recollefilon ever 
We are told upon this^ that the time is (aft appoacfaing 
the people of this Country are to refift tyranny by die 
means, by which it is exercifed. What is the meaning of diatf 
I £iy that, when legidmate Government is called tyranny, and 
when men (ay that you are to refift diat tyranny by the feme 
means by which it is exercifed, it amounts to neidier more oov 
U& than (aying that you are tp refift Government by the fiund 
means by which it is e3ierciied-7*that is by ibree. They h 
radon ab<Hit it in die letter of die iidi of January, and HaMf 
might have been called to prove that Mr. Tooke knew nodditf' 
of diat matters it is dierc cxpic% ftated dutt— » Now if dii 
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^ lime for vt to do fixnediing worthy of men; the bnnrr de- 
^ fenders of liberty, Ibuth of the Engliih channel, are per«> 
** forming wonders, driving their enemies before them like chaff 
•• before Ae whiiiwind/* They proceed to this addrefe of the 
20th of January, 1794* Now, with refpeft to that addrefs, I 
defy the wit of man to give it the conftruAion which they have 
felt themfelves bound to attempt to give it on the other fide. 
After a moft inflamed introdu^on, they further fhte that they 
$fipnf9e of die wifiiam and conduct of die Bridfh Ccmvendon 
in Edinburgh, and add: ^ The Irifh Parliament and the 
^ Scotch Judges, aifiuated by the fame Engliih influence, have 
'^ brought us dircAly to die point; there is no furdier ftcp be« 

• yond that, which they have taken. We arc at iflue* We 
^ muft now chooTe, at once, eidicr liberty or flavery for our«> 
'^ fdves, and our pofterity. Will yon wait till barracks are 
^ ereded in every village, and all fubfidized Heifians and fla« 
^ fioverians are upon us i" What is die meaning of this, which 
i$ die language of men, who fay, that if the kingdom of Great 
Britain fliould have introduced into it any foreign troops, even 
by Aft of Parliament, they would immediately meet in aCon- 
TOition, and reiift until they were overcome by fuperior force f 
^ You may alk peibaps (they proceed) by what means fhaU 
^ we feek redrefs ? We anfwer, that men in a ftate of civilized 

• Society arc bound to feck redrels of the grievances firom the 
^ kwi, as long as any redre& can be obtained by the laws, but 
^ our common mafter, whom we ferve, (whofe law is a law of 
^ libeity, and whofe fervice is perfSeft freedom) has taught us 
P not to expeft to gather grapes from thorns, nor figs from 

• thiftles. We muft have redrels." Now remember whom 
tbey have been ^leaking of dirough die tranfaftions of two 
ycais, as their plunderers, their enemies, and oppreflbrs, zi\^ 
fonember diofe addreifes to France, and what I forgot to ob« 
'fcnre upon, the private letters of Mr. Tooke. You will, by 
mi by, have them flated with more efFeft than I can ttztt them— 
P- We muft have redrefs from our own lavrs, and not from the 
f^ faws of our plunderers, enemies, and opprefFon." Now* 
fAiit Usfn are diere in this kingdom to which that can be «p^ 
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plied, but the laws of the King, Lords, and Comnions» in Fadia- 
mcnt afltmbled ? If I miflake the interpretation of this, I hope and 
befeech that oiy Lord will give a benign intcqpretation of it 
when he comes to ftate this evidence to you ; but I ftate it as 
that interpretation which it appears to me is the ncceflary ex- 
pofition and interpretation of it :— ^ There is no redrefs for a 
^ Nation circumdanced as we are but in a fair, free, and full 
^ rcprefentation of the people." Now, give me leave to a^, 
how is all that you have heard about Monarchy to be conncclc;(d 
with this &ir, free, and full rcprefentation of the people ? But 
if it was meant that this fair, froty and full representation of 
the people was to be the efTecl of their wills, and i;oc of tfae 
will of the King, Lords, and Commons, in Parliament af- 
fembled, whom they thus dare to call their plunderers, enemies, 
and oppreiTors, the cafe is not one bit the worfe whether it was 
meant dirc£Uy to dcpofe the Monarch of the Country, or to c0c& 
the mcafures which lead to his depofitton, and, in confequcncc, to 
that which is not iiv diftant — ^his death. Then (not approving, 
to be furc, the proceedings of the Convention in Scotland!) 
they ftate as follows, and they drop — and this is very material-— 
they drop the cafe of invafion ; they durft not llate that cafe in 
their refolutions in the Scotch Convention , they dared not tp 
publifh it here in England \ but they ftate — ^ I'hat, during the 
^^ enfuing feflion of Parliament, the General Committee of this 
^ Society do meet daily, for the purpofe of watching the pror 
"^ ceedings of the Parliament, and of the adminiftration of die 
^ Government of this Country ; and that, upon the firft imro- 
^^ duclion of any bill or motion, inimical to the liberties of the 
<^ people, fuch as for landing foreign troops in Great Britain or 
^ Ireland i" — I afk again what had they to do with that, uolcft 
they meant to prevent by force the execution of a law £v 
landing foreign troops**^ for fufpending the Habeas. Corpys 
** 2L& \ for proclaiming martial law \ or for preventing the peopk 
'* from meeting in Societies for Couftitutional Infonnauoa,^ or 
^ any other innovation of a iimilar nature y that^ on any of tbefe 
^ enicrgcncies," — now, mind the expreffion ! I have no occijEaB 
to argue in this Court of law» what the powers of the peopk iii^ 
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Country are— ^< the General Committee (ball iflue runnoon&s to 
^ the Delegates of each Divtfion, and alfo to the Secretaries of the 
^ diflFereot Societies affiliated and correfponding with this So- 

** ciety, forthwith"— to do what? ^ forthwith to call a 

** General Convention"— of whom ?— of the Societies ? — no !* 
— ** forthwith to call a General Convention of the People," 
Now, what is a General Convention of the people, but perfons 
taking upon themfelvet to reprcfent the people — ^in the charader 
of the people taking upon themfdves iegUlative and executive 
authority; and, if there could be any doubt about this, which 
I fay there cannot, the doubt is removed at once when you re- 
coiled the occallon and emergency upon which th&y were td 
be called together — ^for the very purpofe of refifting the firft 
motion that Qull be taken towards an atSl of the Legiflatuse of 
the Country, which is the genuine Reprefciitation or Convention 
of the people— the people in Parliament ailembled^-^^ to be 
^ held at fuch place, and in fuch a manner, as ihall be fpecified 
^ in the fummoa«, for the purpofe of taking fuch mcafures inttx 
^ their confideration." Gentlemen, this is not all; becaulb 
you will find in a letter which was written, I think, by Mar- 
garot to Hardy, who has not been called to prove that the 
prifimer knew nothing about it, that Margarot informs him 
about thofe Heffians getting into barracks ; and defirtng to know. 
iriiedier they would wait for this Convention of the people, or 
yield their necks like lambs to the flaughter, or a£fc for them-, 
tdvcM i t hat this is that time which is defcribed in the letter .to 
Norwich as now come, and which, if loft, will never be re- 
gained. 

Then, did the gentleman at the bar approve of this ? With. 
tffpcEi to that, I would call your attention to the traniadtions of the 
a4tfa of January, 1 794. Now, all that has been dated upon that, is ' 
4itt thefe traniatStions fay only— ^^ That it be refolved, that the moft 
^ esodlent Addrefs of the London Correfponding Society be en* 
^ tend on the books of this Society." Nobody has been called to 
prore to you that any other Addreis was meant* — ^The date is fhe 
a4tfa of January. You will obferve, in addition to this, tha| ypoo. 
4^ a^th of January, the Liondoo Correfpooding Sqd^yi in thqr 
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Addrefs oF the 2oeh, having approved of every thing yMA Ae 
Scotch Convention had done, the Confticutional Society, Mr. 
Tooke being prefimt, and there is a rough draught of the Yefet 
ItttioB in his own hand-writing, came to a refblution, that that 
Correfponding Society had deferved well of their Country. 
Then, Gentlemen, here is an end of all further talk about 
Sinclair ; for, if the Conftitutional Society, upon die 24^1 of 
January, approved of what die CorreQxmding Society did upon 
die 20th, and the Correfponding Society on the 20di ap pr o wd 
the whole condud of the Britiih Convention, Gerald, retumii^ 
to this Conftitutional Society— Sindair, a member of it — ^Mv- 
garot^ a member of it'— 4heir letters and communications ibond 
in the po&ffion of die Secretary, how is it poffible for a mo* 
ment to argue that Mr. Tooke, prefent, and draii^ng this reio* 
ludon, was not a party to the tranlaSions of the Britifli Con- 
vention in Scotland, even if die peribns who did ad in diis 
cran&dion had gone beyond their inftni£Uons i But diis is 
not all ; for you will find that afterwanls Thelwall flates^ in a 
letter to Adams, that by the dire£lion of Mr. Tooke^ he 
was to have fix gumeas for printing the Addrefs of At Lon- 
don Correfponding Society: he pays for them.--»And hat Mr. 
Tooke ventured to alk Adams the queftion, what were dwfe 
two thoufand five hundred copies, in refped of which lliefe fiat 
guineas were paid by the Society, of which you were Seoe- 
ory? 

Gentlemen of die Jury, we come now to a tran&dion, fivB' 
which, whether the Convention to be called in confequcnoe of 
it was to be a Convention of the People or not, I fay it is dr-^ 
monftraUe that there was to be a Convention to excrciic IcgiAa- 
live and to afliime executive power, and to be fupportad by 
fixce, if nccefiary. This progeA began upon the aydi of 
March^ 1794. But if I do not make that out, dvre is enough 
in this cafe to fuftain what I have been urging. Mr. Hai^' 
might be called widi refpeA to diis tradaAion of Mardi, 179ft 
and it is hardly poffiUei^when one attends to the ft>le and con^' 
text of the letter then fimt^ not to diink that this would hiiB 
)iecp« additional motive to hivt eallod him, to have affifted ths^ 
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caie of the geadcnian, to the extent of dying, dot he was n05 
a par^ in diis communication to the Conftitutional Society : 
that the communication was made, in the name of Hardy, h2» 
been proved. N0W9 my friends, read the letter to vdiich I an» 
alluding, but fiu'get to read the refolution. They dont like the- 
refolution, becaufis that ihews the true expofition of the krter 
of the London Correfponding Society, when diey (ay they con«. 
ceive ^ that the moment is arrived when a full and explicit dc-t 
^ daration is neceflary from all the friends of freedom." Gen- 
tlemen, give me leave to call back to you attention, that ia 
Auguft, 1792, they diought the moment had not arrived— that 
€11 the ibtfa of April, i793> they thought the moment had not 
arrived ; but diey now fay that the moment is arrived, when 9^ 
full and explicit declaration is neceflary. — ^ The Society for 
^ Conftitutional Information is therefore required to deter« 
*^ wine, whether or no they will be ready, whea called upon, 
^ to a& inconjundion with this and other Societies to obtain s 
^ bar reprefimtation of die people.*' 

Now, were diefe people, in the idea of Mr. Tooke^ or of 
aiqr man living who has common fenfe, to obtain a fair repre« 
Antatjon dirough Parliament, who had, in the courfe of their 
psooeedings, determined that they would have a Convendon of 
.die peq)le, to fuperfede and refift Parliament, unlefs they them« 
fdves were fuperfeded and refifted by a fuperior force i But, 
Gendemen, how was this to be done i Why, they talk of die 
matttj of a ^leedy Convendon. Look at this reibludon whea 
my Lord comes to fum it up to you«~^ That it is the decided 

* opinion of this Society, that, to fecure ourfelves from fiitura 

* illegal and fcandalous profecutions, to prevent a jrepetidon of 

* wicked and unjuft icntences, and to recal thofe wife and 
' whoklbae laws that have been wrefted from iis" — ^Now^. 
bow were diey to recal thofe wife and wholeibme laws that had 
bteft wrefted from us I There were only two ways of doin^^ 
if doing it by application to Parliament, or doii^ it by thi^ 
tece of fuch a Nauonal Convention as has been deftribed in^ 
prior, proceedings] Which do they mean ? Do they men tt;, 
ifplj to Parliament ^«-appltcatioa to lAkh tfaqr ha4 b<£sj| 
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fhited to be futile; to th&t Parliament which diey had &id they 
never would appro a ch^ and which they had ftated was incompe* 
tent, upon their principles^ " to give them any remedy ? No ! 
What do they fay ? — ^ There ought to be immediately a Con- 

* vention of the people" — ^Now, how is that Convention of 
the people to be brought about ? — ^ by Delegates, deputed for 
•• that purpofe, from the different Societies of the Friends rf 

• Freedom, aflembled in the various parts of this Nation." 
This new Convention of Delegates is a Convention of the 
jfcopfe, by Delegates, from different Societies, who cxprefily 
had difavowed having any thing to do wath Parliament upon any 
fiibjeft. It was f^und neccflary, with refpeft to the proceedings' 
df the 4th and irth of April, 17941 to infifl that the gcnde- 
man was not implicated in them. It has been proved diflinftly 
tb pu, and I care not how little or how much Mr. Adams 
knew upon this fub}e£t, lor he is not profccuted, becaufc I diihk 
he knew very little upon this fubject — but he diftinclly provedi 
that gentleman named Sharpe to be one of this Committee of 
Correfpondencc and Co-operation. Beyond 2II that, and yAal 
puts it entirely out of the queftion, is this, that the very dt'- 
cumftancc which has been fbttcd, as a circumftunce to prove dnt 
this thing, a Convention of the people, was not to be a Con- 
vention of the people, proves very diftinftly that thefc papers are 
drawn with a good deal of art \ but I defy all human reafbiiiif 
tb prove, upon the paper of the nth of April, 1794, that Mf. 
Tooke did not give his fullconfent to tliis projeft of a GoB- 
ventton of the people. I allude now to that paper which htt 
many woitk fcored round, arid which fcoring round is to hive 
the eflFeft of erafing. I fay this Correffionding Society and 
Conftitution^l Society, whiirh had moft diftinAly t uM e ii t dUl 
etch other in aR dieir pfoce^ings, fmih the 6di of ' AugiUft, 
1^92, down to this period, have diftindly dif^owed any apiff* 
ciMtonr ttr Pariiamcut; sirid, bf riirff "Delegates in the SmkH' 
Obitvmi6n> a6led as Delegates of the PMpIe; meanmg tp hfi^ 
Ugifflktfve'^and etectttiVe pov^ier if 'P^fianfent interpofed, smI 
i^^efi-'relifted by fupdri<5t^ ftrt6.' When the Corrd{>ottAn| 
fOdtof ttlkh or havtn^'il etfMndtni of the t>eople, in th^iUil* 
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refolution, by Delegates of the different Societies of the Friends 
of Freedom, that is the meeting of the Friends of Libeny^ 
which, for the lake of variation in the phrafe, and without any 
variation in the fubftance of the thing, taken according to aK 
legitimate principles of conftruftidn, is elfewhere fpoken of, anJ 
to this Mr Tooke mufl: be taken to have given his aflent upon 
the nth of April. Then it is (aid, that the Scotch Convene 
tibh'did ntde 6r nothing. It was. Gentlemen, not the plan 
ftaf'fts' members fbbuld by themfelves do much: but you hav6 
the cTrcular lettei- of Hardy, ^^ich is a call upon the people of 
Great Britain to meet in Convention, to fuperfede die Legif- 
latUTe : you have had it proved that Yorke, whether a tnember 
of the Cdnftitutional Society or not, attended it, and was ho- 
noured with their delegation to the Scotch Convention; and 
though they did dot choofe to give him as much money as- be 
wanted upon that dccafton, yet there is not a trace upon th^ 
books of the Cohftitutional Society, from the beginning to the 
tad, of any difapprobation of his appointment. You have hearJ 
of the meeting in the open air at Sheffield, where a petition to 
Parliament was propofed by their leader (for there was a leader 
it Sheffield as well as other phces) for the mere purpofe of 
being negatived. You have heard of the letter fent to Briftol. 
you have heard of Hardy's letter to Stratfiaven. You have heari 
of die Delegates being appointed to Stodand, and Hardy's letters 
to Newcaftle upon Tyne. Ymi have evidence of meetings in 
fhe open air— of pcrfons meedng at Leeds, HaUi&x, and various 
bdier pbces ; and it is tmpoffible, upon the evidence which yoii 
love upon the fubjeA, to doubt fot a moment that there would 
have been a Convention (what the nature or quality woulA 
fanre been is for you to judge) if die proceedings had not taken 
phce in confequence of wfaidi I have die honour of addreffin^ 
^ym here this day. 

' Gendemen, you have heard iiiore than all this, (or yon hav^ 
be»^ tof die proceedings at Chalk Farm; and I mutt takb 
ieilvc'td &y, that diefe pr<k:eedings are fiurly hitputable to the 
gentieiiian at the bar. You will find that diey were informed 
Urn Ibete was «o ^ -a Qdienl MMing on Monday,- die^i^A 
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of April, "u-hich was the day when tfaefe proceedtng* took fhtti 
It would have been an eafy thing for die gentleman to havo 
proved that he had no connexion with them, againft priwiafmcii 
evidence that he has a material connc6Uon with diem. I parti- 
culariy allude to the fifth refidution — ^ That any attempt to 
^ violate thofe yet remaining laws, which were intended for die 
^ fecurity of Englishmen s^nft the tyranny of Courts and 
<^ Minifters, and the comipdon of dependent JudgeSf by veft<* 
^ ing in fuch Judges a legifladve or arbitrary power (fudi ai 
^ has lately been exerted by the Court of Jufticiary in Scodand), 
" ought to be coiifidered as diflblving entirely the focial compafi 
^ between die Englifh Nadon and their Governors, and driv- 
^' ing them to an immediate appeal to that incontroverdble 
^ maxim of eternal juftice. That the lafcty of the people*'— 
you will remember the expreffion, Gendemen, in the paper of 
the 20th of January — ^ That die iafety of die people is die 
^ fupreme, and, in cafes of neceffity, the only law. Tliat die 
^ arming and dilciplining in this Country, either widi or with- 
« out the cojifeut of Parliament" — ^I beg your attention to tfaefe 

words ^^ That the arming and difdplining in this Countiy^ 

^ either with or without the confent of Parliament, any bands of 
^ emigrants and foreigners,driYen from die'u- own Country for dicir 
^ known atuchment to an in£imous defpodfm, is an outrageous 
^ attempt to overawe and intimidate the free fpiiit of Britons^ 
^ to. fubjugate them to an army of mercenary cut-diroats^ wiiofe 
^ views and interefts muft, of neceffity, be in direft oppofitioik 
^ to thofe of the nadon ; and that no pretence whatever ought 
^ to induce the people to fubmit to fo unconftitudonal a mo* 
•fure/* 

Then I defire to know whether a Convention being ^detCF* 
mined upon among tfaefe people, diefe two laft refoludons have 
not a direA reference to the proceedings of die I7di of Januarys 
tQ die proceedings of die aotfa of January, to the proceeding^ 
of the 24th of January, and whether diey do not demonftiaii^ 
upon all fiiir reafoning, that diis body uriiich was to meet^ waf 
to meet upon a principle which iup^rfeded the neceffity of 1^ 
lawi and wfaicl^accccdBig to dide Riblutioii% w^s to pay ^ 
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Ifftlc aftciition tS thlt, whith was done with the cdnfent of Par- 
IHftitnt, irS thiat which wis done without it. I fhoiild be excced- 
hi^ly glad tb khow, if it be pofliblfc to give to fuch a Conven- 
libn the charafter of a Ifodj meaning to petition the Parliament 
bf this Country ; to convey to Parliament the infljence which 
6ught afWays to be conveyed to it, the influence of thofe whom 
titiey repreilent, fpealing to them in a Conftitutional manner, 
or whether, on the other hand, this was not to be a Convention 
of the people^ no longer to be governed by their laws, that is 
the laws of the Legiflature of the Country, but in the room of 
the laws of their enemies, plunderers, and oppreffors, to fub- 
IKtUtc their own laWs. 

Gentlemen of the Jury, If this was to be the character of 
die Convention, that was to meet in confequence of thefe pro- 
bcedings in April, 1794, I conceive, with deference to the 
ttrifdom that prefides here (it is my bufinefs to do my own duty 
is well as I can, aiid I am wedded to no opinion ; I fliall be, 
fn^an individual, moft happy if any errors in my opinion arc 
ibttnd favourable to the gentleman at the bar) if this be the 
tfiarai^er of tliat Convention which was to meet in confequence 
bf i9i6 proceedings upon the 14th of April, 1794; if from the 
iM<^d tenor and purport of the evidence, which has been given. 
It is dlbundantly clear, as I conceive it to be, (I fhould be hcppy 
tf itiy conception be wrong, but I neither can difcovcr my error 
111 the lav^, or in fa3) if the whole tenor of the proceedings 
flated to you proves that it was finally intended to bring about 
tHA Natiotial Convention, fuch as has been recommended in 
fc^ciy ftcp of the proceedings of thefe perfons, from the 6th of 
AfKgui^ 1792, down to the moment th.at I am now fpeaking, I 
fl^ c^iicdve the cafe is proved. And trien. Gentlemen, it v/iH 
tioC be enoogh for the geiit/emari at the bar to fatisfy you that he 
ffioo^t this at the time an imprudent meafurc j — that he thought 
tt^^oda not yet do;— that he thought that the tfme wai hot yet 
CO^e. n he afleirted to the meature, thoug*h the meafure was 
un^4^ 2^ ^^^ ^^^ '0 the purpOfe, aS3 ihe meafure be of the 
£ffara£t(^ whidi this iridiiSfment charges rt to be, ft fignTfies 
A^fn^ that hd (fio^ffii the {KirpoKe ot ii coiidT ddi then- be 
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tccomplifiied. <jentleiiien| I'fiy, beyond dnt, diat you art 
bound to find Ais gendeman guilty, if he is guiltjr (rf* any one 
overt-ad in this indi^fanent, and, if you negative what is ftatel 
about a Convention, about writings that are ftated in the in- 
di^ient, as publiflied for the purpofe of procuring the traitoroui 
Convention to be holden ; if you negative other overt-aAs, yet 
if you find one overt-a£l in this indi&mcnt fupported, which 
amounts to a manifeftation of that intent, whidi the fhtitte 
of Edward the Third requires to be manifefted by an open deed, 
the cafe is then alfo made out againfl the gentleman at die 
bar. 

Now, Gentlemen of the Jury, after apologizing to you for 
having taken up fo much of your time, I would beg your 
attention ihortly to what pafled at Sheffield. I won't go duough 
it, bccaufe I am really myfelf exhauiled, and I perceive dut 
many of you are. I conclude the cafe by (aying this, diat if it 
fhall have happened at Sheffield, for inflance, that arms have 
been provided ; if it fhall have happened that the reafoii affigned 
for providing arms at Sheffield, camiot poffibly apply to the h& 
of fending to London a communication that fuch arms were to 
be fent up to London, though there be no dirci^ evidence with 
TcfpcA to the gentleman at the bar as to thefe arms, I dunk it 
confiftcnt with my duty to fubmit to you whether all dut has 
been flatcd to you, in which he is concerned, did not, in its 
ncceilary confcquence, lead to that provifion of arms, wfaidi 
adlually does exifl in the cafe. I fay no more of it. 

Gcndcmen of the Jury, I fay further, diat in my view of dits 
cafe, as the beil confulcratipn of it aiables me to judge of it, 
it is not necefTary (but whether! am right or wrong in tha^ 
you will be better advifed by my lx>rd) it is not neceilary diat 
any thing like a hoflile weapon fhould have been prepared, if 
the purpofe was finally to bring about a National Conveotkm 
to 2£t by force, when it bcsan to ad; if a flep was taken to 
form that Convention, ^ich was fo to provide idelf widi 
force when it was formed, I apprehend this cafe is efkibliflied. 

Gendemen, having fbted thus much to you, I have now 
only to faj^ that baviiig diicharged my du^ to the beft of my 
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ifarengtfa and powers I do moft humbly intreat of die Court, 
that the gendeman at the bar may have the fiilL benefit of a 
complete corre£tioQ of every error into which I have fallen !n 
point of law, and I do moft humbly befeech of you. Gentle^ 
men, for in the fituation which I hold in die Country, to a cep* 
tain degree, at lead, I ought to be Couofel for thofe whom 
I profecute, as well as Counfel againft them ; if I have miftaken, 
I think I have not, but if I have miftaken die refult of the 
hiStSj I moft anxioully beieech you that he may have die full 
benefit of a complete corredion of fudi my miftake^ of fudi le* 
fidt^ from you. May God Almi^ty dire£k you to a right 
i^erdid, and, M^tever your conclufion upcm the cafe is^ may 
he grant that it may have a tendency to fecurc die peace and 
Jmppinels of the Country in whidi we live! 
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SUMMING UP. 
Lord Chi£F Justice Eyrc 

Gendemea of the Jury, 

The Prifbner at the bar, Jdm ffome Tooke, ftands Indiftal 
for having, togcdier with Thomas Hardy, John Augaftxis Bon- 
ncy, Stewart Kyd, Je^cmiA Joyce, Thomas Wardlc, Thtxms 
Holcroft, John Richtier, Matthew Moore, John ThclwaB, Ri- 
chiird Hodgfon, and John Baxter, compaffed and imagined the 
dc.ith of the King. The bnguage of the charge is — ^ That tfcey 
co'ifplrcd, compaflcd, imagined, and intended to ftir up, move* 
and excite inUirrcclion, rebellion, and war againft the King]^ 
V. ithin this Kin<»dom of Great Britain ; and to fubvert and alter 
tlie Legifiature, Rule, and Government therein eilablifhcd ; and 
to dcpofe the King from tlic royal ftate, title, power,, and go- 
vernment of this Kingdom > and to bring and put the King to 
death. And that to fulfil, perfect, and bring to effeft Arir 
Treafons and trcafonablc compaffings and imaginations, afare- 
faid, they committed fevcral overt acts, which are charged in 
this indiSment.'* 

The firft overt aft charged is, " their meeting, confulting, con- 
fpiring, and agreeing to caufe and procure a Com^ention and 
Meeting of the King's fubjefts, to be affcmbled within 4c 
Kingdom, with intent and in order that the perfons fo to be af- 
fembled, might without and in defiance of the authority and 
againft the will of the Parliament, fubvert and alter, and caufe 
to be fubvertcd and altered, the Legifiature,. Rule, and Govem- 
ment now eftablifhed, and to depofe and caufe to be depoled the 
King, from the royal ftate, title, power, and govemmenlt 
thereof." 

The fecond overt zSt charged is, " the writing, compofing, and' 
publifliing (the more readily and cfFedually to afTemble fuch 
Convention, for the traitorous purpofes aforefiiid, and thereby to 
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accomplifh the iame) diVers books, pamphlets^ letters, mftriic«« 
tions, refoIutioDS, orders, declarations, addrefles, and writings, 
purporting and cantaining therein iiKitements^ encouragements^ 
and exhortatbns, to ihove, indace, and penfuade the King's 
fubjeds to chooTe, depute, and fend, and caufe to be chofen, 
deputed, and fent> perfens as Delegates^ to compofe and confti* 
tttte ftch Convention.^* 

The third overt ad charged is, « flre meedng, confultmg^ ant 
liberating the more readily and efledualty to aflemU& fiick 
Convention, for the traitorous purpofes aforefaid, concerning 
<kc calling and aflembling fuch Convention, and how, when, 
and where the £ime {hould be aiTcmbled and held, 2nd by wbar 
•leans the fiifajc^s of oar (aid Lord the King fheuld and mi^ 
be induced and moved to fend perfons as Delegates 10 compofe 
and conftitute the fanie.** 

The fourth overt act charged is, ^ the conicisting and agreeing, 
§&r the feme purpofej Aat Jeremiah Joyce, John Auguftus 
Banney, John Home Tooke, Thomas Wirdle,' Matthew 
Mbore^ John Thelwall, John Baxter, Richard Hod^n, John 
Lavett, WiHiam Sharpe, and John Pearfon ihould meet^ con- 
fer, and co-operate among themfelves, £ot and towards die call- 
im; and aflemMing fuch Convention.*' 

The fifth overt a£l is, ^ the caufiog and procuring to be made 
and provided, and oonienting and agreeing to the making and 
jKDviding of divers arms and offeniive weapons, that is to fay, 
guns, muikets, pikes, and axes, for the purpofe of arming 
dh^rs fubjeds of our iaid Lord the King, in. order, and to the 
flttent that the (anse fubjefls fhould and Qiight unlawfully, for- 
ctkly, and traitoroufty oppofe and withftand our Lord the King 
ib die doe and lawful exercife of his royal power and authority, 
in die execution of. the laws and ftatutes of this realm, and 
ftjiiti and might unfawfully, forcibly, and traitoroufly fubvcrt, 
d|Mi alter, and aid^ and affift in fubverting and altering, wlehout 
and in defiance of the authority, and a^aintt t!ic will of the 
Parlianem of this Kingdom, the Legiflaturc, Rule, aiid Go- 
vernment eftabliibed m this Kingdom, and to depofc, and to aid 
4Bd aAfl IB depofmg die King from ^e ropl ftate, title, power, 
• • • X 3 au4 
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and governmeiit of Ah Kingdom/' 

The fixth overt aA is, « die meeting, coDTpiring, and agreeing 
to raife, levy, and make infurredion, rebellion, and war within 
this Kingdom againft die King." 

The Tevendi overt s£t charged is, « the meeting, conTpiring, 
confulting, and a^reeii^ to fiibvert and alter, and caufe to be 
fubverted and altered, the Legiflature, Rule, and Government 
cftablifhed in this Kingdom, and to depofe, and caufe to be de- 
pofed, the King, from his royal ftate, tide, power, and govern- 
ment of this Kingdom." 

The eighth overt zSt charged is, << die preparing and compofii^ 
divers books, pamphlets, letters, declarations, inftnidions, re- 
folutions, orders, addreOes, and writings, and difperfing the 
lame, containing dierein incitements, encouragements, and ex- 
hortations to move, induce, and perfuade the fubje^ of our 
fiid Lord the King to aid and affift in carrying into cScSt fuch 
traitorous fubveriion, alteration, and depofition, and alfo con- 
taining therein information, inftru£iionSy and direAions to tbe 
fubje&s of our faid Lord the King, how, when, and upon what 
occafions the traitorous purpofcs laft aibre£ud fhould anj night 
be carried into cffcdl." 

I'hc ninth overt a£t charged is, ^ the procuring and providing 
arms and ofFenfive weapons, to wit, guns, muikets, pikes, and 
axes, and therewith to levy and wage war, infurre^oiii aqd 
rebellion againft our iaid Lord the King, within this King-^ 
dom," 

Gcndemen, a fliorter abftra£l of this indiAment is, dat ife 
iirft four overt a&s mentioned in the indidment rcfpcSt the d' 
fcmbling a Convention, for the purpofe of ufurping die Govern- 
ment; three of the other overt ads, that is to (ay, die fifth, the 
feventh, and the eighth, refped a confpii«cy to fubvert the Gcf 
vernment, without taking notice of the aflembling a CcnvQH 
don i the fixth and ninth overt ads re(ped a confpiracy to Jot- 
war. 

Gentlemen, I perceive it is expeded of me dat I fliould iw- 
dergo the fatigue and labour of fumming up to you the ^fycic 
of this cafe which has been laid before you in eviden^ei I fhaU,. 

Willi 
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With Ae afiftance of the officer, execute that duty as well as I 
am able. When I have ftated to you, and you have heard the 
particulars of die evidence, I fhall then ftate to you, in as few 
words as poffible, what i conceive to be the points for your 
confideration ; how die evidence bears upon the different parts 
ef the indidment ; and what will be ultimately the qucftion for 
jour confideration. 

Gentlemen, they began with calling Maclean, die meflfenger, 
who told you, that upon die twelfth of May, he went with a 
warrant from the Secretary of State, to the houfe of Daniel 
Adams ; that he there feized certain books and papers ; and that 
the book now produced is one of thofe books and papers. 

Mr. Woodfall was dien called, in order to prove that in a 
particular paper ihewn to him there is the hand-writing of Mr. 
Home Tooke, who now flands at the bar. He faid he believed 
idle paper had his band-wridng in it; that he had feen him 
write; and that his wridnghi d pafled through his, (the wit- 
vefs's) hands upon more than one occaiion. 
- Upon his crofs-examination, he £ud it was full feventeea 
years ago — ^I think, upon bdng^ particularly prefled upon the 
litbjed, he faid it might be nineteen years ago when he faw 
Mr. Home Tooke write ; he mendoned that diere was a par- 
ticular advertifement, which was to be inferted in fome of the 
.Jiew^pers; diat Mr. Home Tooke wrote upon that advertife- 
oient — ^ For the Morning Chronicle and London Packet;" he 
bpj to the befl of his judgment, and from his recolle^on of 
Ac hand-wridng, he believes the paper produced is of the pri- 
ftoer's Ittnd. And upon the credit of that teflimony refls the 
proof of die hand-wridng of Mr. Home Tooke to all the papers 
that have been produced in die courfe of this enquiry, which 
hsfc been fuppofed to be written, either in part or in the whole^ 
fcjr Mr. Home Tooke. He obferved upon a difference, widi 
. 'logard to die pardcular paper now produced, of an r in the 
word chairman ; but I diink nothing very material turns upoxi 
dot— The paper is a paper of the 28th of March, 1794, 
(rsJi vol. I, fagi 85.; 

x« Ma 
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!.!:. \\'o'^ihL\ fTjs ^x^xi.yj as to die h^nirVOMS tf i b^Mdc« 
e.c --i^i^ cf which Vas cstlr^tti, « The Gociliiucfliu; Gllfb i" 
h» p::v-i i: :o h: ths harJ-wricag of Llr, Hor;v Tookc, bull 
CD r.s: Z'tzct'.vz th^t anj u& has been oadc of chat book ia the 
cr-rfs cf the Ciui. 

The ::tx: -AiL-.eis :> DirJel Adams g — cp {sid ibat he had bet^ 
E ::::-!:';• -.3 the Cor.it: mdorj] Society for ten j^^^arsi chat die 
bT-c ^r.'i^zti zo hln 7aS the bopk of thai Soc2et]r» tloxMr. 
K.rr.z T:.-ke vi= « r:i;:r-biri the! the uCigc was lo pjtdaw^ 
a: ^TL'ti: .z it the c:rr,.:-r.: rieeiings the r.iz:;;5 of the fczLziS^ whq 
ir.:^ .: Ir. f . it ni: h-ve been prefwr^ ; he cxpl^iiisd that, he Uid 
ir. -yr.ir.:; -.v:.: pj: z^^wn zs il-.e penViS c^a^c, but ihu tlyrjc 
c;:.'. V. ;r.: -.v:y f^.n ifter ihcv cixe, L'JI they frequ;:ntly diced 
I ..Lrh'.T, th-- the c x:;iy wis ibrrLcc it f=ven in th= evenings 
sni :h: r.r:ii.> cf thr p.^rons who c.ntdj i: di?y were ipenibcis 
of 17.-2 S^clf :y, wrr:- cr.::rrd ; ::iit thj naiaur.s of the f^Kiner 
Tntc::.n^ vert rcid over at the comipenctxcnt of the new meetr 
i-^: ; hr dxs r. ■: kn:}w thit rhere were any cjrreiiioas of tbofc 
n:::r.:::s in the hir.d wri:ir.g of ^L''. Home Tooke. Uefiud 
th-: w'j.'i.'.z: '"- rr.ectir.^s ihs books Ly open; that Mr. ToQki; 
wai f.'.qucr.::/ :r.cr.-, b-t f^.-netimes he did TiO: (lay Icyig, living 
OJt cf tc-.vn. f I j -A-ss allwci as to the mifiUtes of thp diflEercftf 
rcr^lLiricns being har.ded up by citferent people, he £ud l|e OMiId 
not fpeik :o thi:. As to one of the bojks produced, he laid it 
was before the time tbit he M^'as Secretary ; he iaid that thppcr- 
fon who WIS in the chair might no: reins in all ihe evening ia^ 
chair, but he never piit down the nanie of any pcrfon as bfiittt in 
the chiir, who had not taken the chuir ; it might happen tj^t.hf 
mi^rht not ftay the who-e time ; he LH that the enuifs vg^ 
true as far as he knew ; that as to the iiaiQj^s of the periot^ vj^ 
were fet down as prefent at the ditFercat ipcetjags, tbcjr W(if( 
generally put dov.'n on one piece of paper, but tt^t the refolutjoftf 
were ofttn upon flips of paper. 

He faid, that there was not only the Society for Conftituticml 
Information, but likewife the Conftitutior.al C\\i^ W^Q- 4^^!} 
together ; ihat the dinner was at a quarter paft four ; tliat not 
only the members but other pcrfons alfo dintd ; he faid, the pri- 
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iimrwas a member before be himfelf became Secretary ; and that 
at the time be wa$ candidate for the office of Secreury, it ws^s 
llDQwa that he liad a place in a public office. He (aid there 
were books of account of the expenditure kept by the Society, 
which were feized with the odier papers ; he iaid they JTubfcribed 
% guinea a-year ; that the Society was never very rich ; that the 
amount of the fub(criptians might be about fixty pounds ; and that 
perhaps Afty pounds of that fixty might be for the uecefiary expcn- 
ces, and he him&lf was generally in advance. He iaid her^col- 
le£led the tranfadlion upon the twenty -fifth of October, 1793, 
and that tlu: prifoner was there ; and he recoUeAed that there was 
an extraordinary meeting propofed on that day, to coniider oi 
ktoAtng Delegates to the Britifli Convention in Scotland, but tba* 
idr, Tooke was not there at that time ; he &id he, as Secretary^ 
was dire<Slcd to fend fummonfes to di^erent members for that 
meeting \ he rccoUeds that he fent none to Mr. Tooke becaufe 
two of the members undertook to go to him, and inform him 
ihat fuch a meeting was intended ; the names of thefe two per- 
fens were Mr. Sinclair and Mr« John Williams; he iaid the 
lueeting was accordingly held upon the twenty-eighth, that the 
Itfifoner was not there ; he £ud that he had reafon to know that 
ICr. Home Tooke fpoke with anger of fending Delegates to the 
Sootdi Convention ; he underftood by the converfiition of almoib 
ail the members, that the prifoner very much obje^ed to it ; he 
itid that there was even a report among them that he was bribed 
tlLthe Government. 

He was aiked as to one Yorke ; he faid he never underftood 
|^.Yorke was a member ; that Yorke did not go to Scotland 
'haeaufehe wanted money, and there was none for him ; that they 
lud hardly any to give to Sinclair who did go ; he (aid he fent^ 
Sipdair word that he had better come home, that his going thertf 
W» generally diiapprovcd oi, and his being there was difap-> 
fgOMcd of; he (aid he did not know that Mr. Horne Tooke ever 
fiibferifaed to the exp^nce of fending the(e Delegates ; he faid ho 
wsabt to Mr. Sinclair more than one difcouraging letter upon the 
luhjedl of his laying at Edinburgh. He iaid the Society ad- 
lOunaed ftom tl^e eigh(h of^Nove^aber to the fixtb of December, 

and 
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none at all had been printed ; he did not know that there was 
any corrcfpondencei except from France, and that as to that, no 
anfwer was font to it ; they were often reproached for not an- 
fwering letters : he faid odier members often went home widi 
Mr. Horne Tooke, and he ment^icd Mr. Sharpe in particu- 
lar. 

He (aid when be firft became Sccfetary they uFed to print- 
pamphlets, and diftribute them gratis, but that this had not been 
the pra£lice for die laft three or four years, that fome however 
may have been printed ; he remembered having mentioned to Mr. 
Horne Tooke his apprehenfion that he (hould be difmified from 
his place. He was asked whether he recoUcdked Mr. Horne 
Tooke faying to him that the Society could do him no good, 
and advifing him to go and give an account of all that he knew; 
that circumftance he did not recc^e^^ : he (aid the Privy Coun«> 
<^il had before them the books of expenditure of this Society ; that 
tfaey could not afford to print much, and he thought they never 
meant to print many of thofe copies that the refolutions went to. 
Upon the fourteenth of November, 179a, a hundred thouland 
copies were ordered to be printed and diftributed among their 
eorrefpondents in England and Irebnd, but that in fad there were 
no eorrefpondents in Ireland that he knew of, and he (aid Mr- 
Home Tooke very often laughed at the infignificance of that 
Society. He was asked by Mr. Horne Tooke whether he had 
ever known him fpeak of the right which every man had to vote. 
I rather believe Mr. Horne Tooke expe<Eli:d the anfwer 
would be that he had fpoken againft that idea, but the witnefslaid 
be has heard Mr. Horne Tooke fpeak of being for every mans 
voting. He (aid he was prefent at the anniver(ary of the Soci- 
ety upon the fecond of May laft ; he could not call to his memo- 
ry what Mr. Tooke interrogated him to, being in another part 
€if die room. 

He faid he attended the anniverfary of the French Revolution 
in 1 790; that there were fome re(blutions put which he thought 
were ftrong, and there were fome which Mr. Horne Tooke ftopped. 
He was asked whether he had ever obferved that there was any 
Intention in Mr. Home Tooke, Qr any of the Society, to depofe 
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kill the king, he did iiO| they were neither bold enough, n» 
ftrong enough, to undertake any fuch thing ; he (aid the groater 
part were for Parliamentary Reform, but perhaps all of 
them in different ways ; he believed that all of them howevec 
exprcfTed what they meant, and diat it was.npt a pretext whidi 
they ufed ; that they were fincere in wifhing a Reform in the 
Commons Houfe of Parliament, but did not all agree ia the 
manner. He (aid letters were (ent to them from Scotland, he did 
not reco11c£l what anfwers were returned. He was asked whe- 
ther he had given up all the papers that he had to Goverrunent a 
the time his papers were fcizcd ; he faid that he did not know that 
any papers were kept back from Government. 

He (aid there was a Committee of Corrtfpond^ncc appointed 
upon the fourth of April, 1794; he remembered upon thatocca* 
iion Mr. Hbrue Tooke, who as I underftood him was prefetfi 
iaid that his health would tijt permit his being of that Committee^ 
and he thought that Mr. Home l^ooke did not in fa£l ever meet 
that 0>mmittce, nor did he know that in faiEt tliat Committee ever 
met* He faid that upon the eleventh of April the Committee of 
Correfpondencc 'was appointed to be the Committee of Co^ope- 
lation ; he did not know that Mr. Home Tooke ever met that 
Committee, and he did not underfiand that he was a qiember of 
that Committee; he (aid he remembered there was a notioa 
given by Mr. Home Tooke that he ihouldmove for two books 
t» be provided, in which the names of particular perions were 
to be entered, and he faid that there was a little laughing upon 
the fubje<5i of that motion, but that ia (aSt the motion never was 
made, and the books never were procured. 

He faid that Mr. Home Tooke £iid upon ofic occafion, that 
if there were to be a meeting of the Friends of Liberty at Winw 
hledon Common for zny good purpote, be would be found ther^ 
but that he would not go any where elfc. You recolledl Mr* 
Home Tooke obfcrvedthat there was fomething againft him 
and Ibmething for him in that anfwer ; that whatever his zeaL 
ipight be to meet the Friends of Freedom, he would not go £ir ia 
order to give them bis affiflance. He (aid that there is a Rcvolutioa 
Society which meets once a-ryear> in November, he remem* 
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bcred a toaft beilig given by Mr. Hortie T obke at ttflft Rfcvbfu- 
tion Society, and the toaft was iii thefe words — ^ May the 
•* people of this Country never forget or forfake the prcfent 
• family on the ditDhe, until it fhall appear, by their condaft, 
•• that they have forgotten, or forfakcn,thc principles that placed 
«• Aem on it." 

He fald Mr. Toofce eftaWifhed the dinner dub, in order to 
procure, as he uhderftood, a better attendance upon the Socifety; 
*at the great end they had in view was a Parliamentary Re- 
fctm. He was afked U'hcthcr there was any great fcleftion as 
to candidates for this Society — whether they were often blacfc- 
Ittlled •, he faid, that in ten years he did not believe that more 
Aan ten were black-balled ; he (aid, he could not undertake to 
fwear that the perfons whofe narties are fet to the rtfolutions 
were prefent when all the refolutions paffed j he faid, in refer- 
ence to a motion which apjiears to have been made in this So- 
ciety in 1793, that Barrere, St. Andre, and Rohnd, fhould be 
made honorary members of that Society \ that no notice was ever 
ibnt to them of their ele<SIon ; and there being in the books of 
the Society an order for entering the fpceches made by thofe 
ptf (bns as they were publifbcd in the Moniteur of Paris, that, 
in point of fdft, the fpeechcs were not entered ; and he faid, he 
never had the newfpaper in which they were contained, and he 
did not know that that newfpaper was ever circulated in the 
Society ; he faid, thit, after the commenceoJent of die war, there 
ihs ho correfpondence vnth France. 

He was afked as to a letter from Margarot to Hardy, fpeak- 
ihg of Sinclair being ill, but as having been bafely abandoned 
hy the Society; he laid, he remembers feeing fuch a letter. 
He was aficed as to Mr. Home Tooke's health — whether he had 
nUt quitted London upon account of ill-health ; he faid, that three 
firus ago Mr. Tooke did quit London on account of ill-healthy 
and ^wmt to rcfide at Wimbledon. The witnefs being further 
examined, looked at an entry in the book on the eleventh of 
April, 1794> he faid, Mr. Joyee was then in the chair, and Mr. 
Home Tooke appears to be nafftcd as prcfent. 

Tb^y then rtad flxe ptfjctciinp of the Society for Conftitu- 
3 ~ tional 
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tional InKMnution on die eleventh of April, 1794* 
[Fidi vol ly page 311.} 

The u(e that is made of this paper is^ to bring home to Mr« 
Horne Tookc's knowledge the traniadions of that Conunittee» 
originally of Delegates, and afterwards of Correfpondenoc and 
Co-operation, at which it appears, by the evidence ct Mr. 
Adams, that he was not himfelf prefent. Though not prefent, 
if he drew up the refolutions, or was privy to the refolutons, 
that certainly is evidence to fhew that he was privy to and con- 
curred in thefc refolutions though he was not himfelf prefent at 
the meeting when thefe refolutions were come to.— -Such is the 
nature of the evidence. 

They next produced a paper figned al(b by Mr. Home 
Tookc, purporting to be the minute of a refolution whidi 
pafTcd in the Conftitutional Society upon the 24th of January, 
1794- 

[Fide vol I, page 273.] 

This minute is proved by Mr. Woodfall to be partly in Ao 
hand-writing of .Mr. Tooke ; as to the reft Adams did not know 
whofe hand it was, but rather thought it might be Mr. Bcxk 
ncy's. 

They then examined die witnefs, Adams, to difierent cn« 
tries in the books of the Conftitutional Society, in order to 
(atisfy you that the tranfa<Slions really pailed according as diey 
are entered in thefe books, to the beft of die knowledge of 
this witnefs, who was the Secretary of this Society i this he 
proved : his evidence, however, is always to be taken widi the 
evidence that he before gave, that though the names of pardcular 
perfons appear to have been fet againft die particular meetingfy 
it might happen that the name of a pedbn might be diere ^ffy^ 
did not remain at the time that a pardcular reiblution pafled; 
bccauib, he faid, it oftea happened that a perfim whofe name 
was let down, having dined tberc^ and being diere at the open- 
ing of the meeting, went away before the particular refolutioQ 
pjdl'jd. V\'itfa that refer ve he goes duough the book, and does 
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f 3^9 ) 

tftabliih that the entries ar« fairly made, to the Beft of- his 
knowledge, and that the names are fairly fet down of the. per* 
ions prefent, in fome part of the evening, when thefe different 
meetings were held, and thefe refolutions were palTed. This 
evidence goes to all the tranfadions of the whole period from 
1791 down to 17949 when Mr. Adams's knowledge of the 
trania£tions of this Society ceaied, by his being apprehended. I 
am afiraid it will be neceilary for me to go through hisi^idence 
idpe&ing the entries in thefe books, becaufe there were cir- 
cumftances of evidence interfperfed which are collateral to the 
CabjtEt matter of die entries, and which may be thought material 
an one fide or the other. 

He firft fpolce of the entry of the twenty-third of March^ 
1792, when thanks were given to Thomas Paine for his moft 
mafterly book, entitled. The Rights of Man; and diere is an 
order to diftribute copies of this book to all their correfpondents 
in England, Scotland, and France; and diis refolution was 
to be publifhed. — Mr. Home Tooke appeared to be prefent. 

Upon the firft of April, 1 791, Mr. Home Tooke appears 
aUb to be prefent, when there was an order that the refolution 
iliould be republiihed in certain papers named ; many of them 
were die Country papers. The witnefs (aid he did not know 
iriietfaer they were in h£i publifhed accordingly or not. 

Upon the ninth of March, 1792, Joel Barlow, the audior of 
Ae Privileged Orders, was propofed as an honorary member by 
Mr* Tooke, feconded by Mr. Sharpe. 

Upon the fixteenth of March thanks were given to a Society 
afeManchcfter for a communication which they made, and a 
didaradon of the hearty concurrence of this Society. The 
mi^ draft of this appears to be in Mr. Home Tooke's 
haod-wridng. 

Upon the twenty-third of March, 1792, there is a refoludoa, 
die minutes of which were in Mr. Home Tooke's hand ; the 
itfiriution is-— That the Conftitudonal Society approve of a 
ooomunicadon from the SheffieU Society. There is a draft 
of a Iftter to the Sheffield Society produced ; die witnefs faid 
Jie did not knov wfaofe hanid^wriung it was ; Mr. Woodfall, 

however, 
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however, laid that thfc main *ody iff it is Mr. Hotnc Todke^ 
hand;-^there mention is made of aflbciatihg twelve of th6 
Sheffield Society, as members of the Coiiftitutiorila] Society. 

Upon the t^v^nticth of April, 1792, there ivas a coAimvinx^i 
cation from the Three TunS in the Borough of SoifAwark ; 
rnd he faid that there were thanks votedj and a refelutioh t6 
publifh that Vote. Upon the twenty-fevcnth of Aprrl, 1791, 
when Mr. Tbokc was prcfent, there was a letter pr6daced} 
a:id upf^n the f )urth of May, Mr. Tooke was prefeh't, wherl 
t'lere w'as an entry of a letter to the Revolution Society at 
Norwich, and when Mr. Paine was mrfde an honorary member. 
An J thirrc is an entry of their ap;uo6ation of Mr. Wnc'i 
wrirings. 

lie W:;s aflced whether a letter produced was the original 
letter ; he fuld he believed it was the letter, but he did not nn- 
dtTtake to know the hand-writing. He faid that Mr. Martiri 
was propofi'd by Mr. Home Tooke to be an honorary member^ 
aiivl fecondcd by Mr. Froft ; he faid that a letter Was afterwardi 
r..'ceivcd from Martin, to thank them for the honour iSey had 
done liim ; but he v.ould not undertake to fay whofc hahd the 
letter produced was. He faid there was a meeting elf th4 
Society upon the eleventh df May, Ijgi — ^Mr. Tooke idS 
prcfent ; an Addrefs was voted to the Jacobins, and Aere iwii 
a refolution that Mr. Home Tooke tranfmit it to Mdnfilnir 
Peiion, at Paris. There v/as another refolution, that ftfe An* 
Art:{s be read a fccond time at the next meeting, with a view TO 
its being ordered to be publifhed. Upon the eighteenth of Mxft 
1792, at a meeting of the Society, Mr. Tooke being in Ai 
chair, that Addrefs was accordingly read, and ordered to M 
publiihed. He faid, a letter was received from Mr. Paine, llial 
he wns about to publifli a cheap edition of his Rights of Ktan j 
there was a refolution to tharik Paine, and to fupport him, axti a 
Committee was appointed to -enquire Into Ae intended profedi- 
tion againft him ; three thou&nd copies of Paihe's letter $tii 
the rcfolutions were ordered to be pfiblifhed, and to be traxiC 
mitted to the afibciated Societies ; and this refcfatidh was aMb 
ordered to be puUHhed. At a meeting npOft th)e twtnfy-fifHii of 

May, 



Mzfy Mr. Horne Tooke- being prefent^ fix thoiii^ triors, cm 
-piles were ordered to be printed and diftributed to the difieretit 
-Country Societies," iir-the-refpedive proportions expreiT^d in tfaie 
Tefoludons. There was a meeting of the Society on the firft 
of June, 1792, Mr. Hcirne Tooke being prefent;*there was-a 
^iicport from the Secretary, that there had been copies of the 
.bills ordered at the laib meeting fent to the diflFerent Societies, 
Hccording to the order at' dielaft meedhg— ^Mr. Adams faid^he 
4iad no doubt they were accordingly fent. He-faidj • there* vtas a 
letter from the London Correfponding Society, of the thirty«>£rft 
JOf May,- 1792, figned'Margarotand Hardy, which-.was ordered 
ib be publiihed in fuch newspapers as would receive the ^kdvertifi|k 
•ments of this Society. Upon' the fifteenth of -June,' he' iaid^ 
<kere was a meeting^ when- Mr. ^Horne Tooke wsd in die -chains 
«ead a letter from the London Correfponding Society; twelve 
ikoufiuid copies of Paine's letter- to* Mr. Dundas were ordered 
4d be printed, and a Committee was appointed to condud: thi( 
operation, -of which Mr. Home TtxJce was one— The minutes 
we produced, aifd they appear to be Mr. Tooke's hand-Writing. 
JMe find, there was a meeting upon- the twenty^fecond of June^ 
•V792»-^Mr. Tooke preient ; a'fubicripdon was entered into 6x 
tkfr benefit of ' Mr. Paine. - Upon -the twenty-ninth ' of Jone^ 
Y79flh the Committee which had been befi)re nominated to con^ 
'fider'of a' plan for the diftribudon of 'the twelve thoufand copi^ 
if* -Mr. Paine's letter to -Mr. ^Dundas^ reported a plan, whrdi 
kiit adopted; whether to be prinled or no he could not telL 
XTpiD the Airteenth of July, '1792, fix perfons, members of the 
Oirrefponding Societj^ were eleSed as afibciated membefi. 
XbtTt ¥fsa another meedng -of the Society upon the fifth of 
OAoher, i792^^Mr. Home Tooke prefent ; itdoe^not appear 
iIm any thing material was done. - 

* He £iid, there was^-a meedng upon the twelfth of O^bei^ 
^93* Mr. Horne ToMce being prefent; a letter, wriceen by 
^m1 Bariow to the Nationiii Gonvendon of pTance, was read$ 
odhMn Joel Barlow wrote to the Society, exprefling his lad& 
^Aton- at being made an honorary member. - There was Sit the 
ine time aa Addfdsfram die -London Corr^^pqpding Sooi«ty 
u.Xm,AI. Y to 
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twelfth b£ April, 1793, Mr. Tooke being pre(entj an an(Mr 

«k^to a letter from Norwich was voted. Mr. Tooke is ftated to 
^be prefent upon the twcnty-firft of June, 1793, and die twenty- 
eighth of June. Upon the tv/enty-fifth of OAober, 1793, Mr. 
"Tooke was prefent, Sinchir read a letter with an addrefe from 
Skirving, who was Secretary to the Convention of the Friends 
of the People in Scodand, to the Secretary of the London Cor- 
fcfponding Society. . Upon the fixth of December, 1793, a 
meeting was appointed for die fecond Friday in January, to 
confider of Mn Sinclair's letters. Upon die IwenCy-^eighth of 
March, 1794, Mr. Tooke being prefent, they came to a re(a- 
ludon to enter upoh their minutes a letter from the London 
Correfponding Society. Upon die fourth of Aprils '7949 Mr. 
Tooke being prefent, certain refolutions pafled. Upoa the 
ninth of May, 1794, Mr. Tooke being prefentf tw^ thoufimd 

o copies of a pamphlet were ordered to be printed. 
. The ivitneis then (aid, that though there had been an order 

. upon the twenty4burth of January, for die addre& of the Lon* 
dk» Conefponding Society to be entered in the books of di^ 
Society, in point of huSt.it was not entered^ and be could not 
Cake upon himfelf to £iy who die individuals were diat had 
come to the refolutioo upon that fubjetS. He was aflced whe* 

Allier in die year 1790, Mr. Tooke was not a candidate for 
Wcflmtnflerf be £ud he was } he was afked whether Mr. 

• Vaughan was a member of the Conftitudonal Society, he (aid 
te was not a member, and that they did not admit ftrangers to 
die Society, but duit Mr. Vaughan might probably dine there 

* «icb diat part of the Society that made the Dinner Club« He 
ffii Mr* Tooke was not prefent upon the twenty-fifth of 

' QAober, 1793 ; he would not undertake, however, to iay that 
he was not prefent at any part of the meeting. 

Having thus gone through die account of die different en- 
vies in the book, in order to fhew, that in fad, they were 
catries of tranfadions diat really happened ; they then began to 
n»d the entries diftin Aly, and at large, from die book i diey 
buegan widi die entry of the twenty-third of Mardi, 179 1, that 
the dianks of ibis Society be given to Mr. Thomas Paine 
•. . Y 2 (Of 
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4fir his maflerly work, the Ri^ts of Main' Aat 70a wSl, 
vforci now hear read* 

[Hde vol. I, page 145.] 

They then call Thomas Qupman, in order to. identify die 
book called the Rights of Man, and widi a view that fuch parts 
of it as were thought to be material to die cafe flunild be read 
in evidence ; he faid he printed part of the Rights of. Man lbs 
the author; the book was delivered in, and they read ioBuy 
pBif&ges from, it; thofe pailages you will now bear again* 

[Fide vol 1, page 147] ' 

. The . next thing they read was an entry from the book* 
of the Conftitutional Society, upon the twenty-iecoodof Jul]^ 
179J; this., had not been mentioned .by Adams in giving hit 
evidence, but he. afterwards fubftandated this entry; Mr..Hara0 
Tooke was not prefent ; it contains, the original, and die tranf- 
ladon of an addrefs from a Society in France, \rfudi was or*- 
dercd to be entered. It is addre&d to die Fdends of -Liberty 
aflembled together in London upon the fourteenth of Jiily^.179^1^ 
tK>.cclebrate the French Revoludon. 

[Vide vol, I, page 148. J 

Some queftions were put to Mr. Adams by way of -cnft* 
examination, but I diink nothing material arofe from theia. 
' The. next witnefs, John Thompibn, fpoke to a'^lK^ier ibaal 
at Mr. Home Tooke's houfe at Wimbledon ; it has no dtfef 
there are two parts, one is interlined widi Mr. Home Tookt^ 
hand, as is proved by Mr. Woodfall^ the other part is in a 
diiierent hand-wridng — it is an addrefs and declaration at a lUeA 
meeting of the Friends of Univerfal Peace and Liberty* 

[P^tde vol X, page 151,] 



^ Tbe material paflage which I fuppofe they mean to 
upon on the part of the profecution feems to be thi»— « We 
^^afilrtdiat it is the iaherent right of the nadon to eftaMtfb 
^ fucb a GDveihmcttt fiaritMf as be^ accords widi itt Iwppi*' 
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^ neft." As fiu- 3S rdpefb tbe alteration in the French Govem^ 
ment, it does not feem as if it would have any rery material 
application to the prefent cafe. 

The next was a paper found in Mr. Tooke's houfe by Thom^ 
Ion, one of the perfons who affifted at the time of feizing Mr« 
Tooke's papers, and which purports to be a letter from Mff 
Cooper, of Manchefter, upon the fubje£l of making an abridge 
ment of Paine's works. I do not think it very neceflary tf 
trouble you with hearing that letter read* There is anothef 
letter alfo fFom the (ame peribn, bearing date die twenty-iiiatb 
of Auguft, 1791, fpeaking of having received a letter from Mf» 
Tookc, and other fubje£b not extremely material to the prefenf 
enquiry. Among other things, it fpeaks of a Mr. Wheeler, 4 
Printer, at Manchefter, having had (ome difficulties about prints 
ing fome of the works which Mr. Walker, of Manchefter, wiflie4 
to be printed. 

The next piece of evidence is a paper which was feized a| 
die houfe of Hardy, which is proved, by Mr. Woodfidl, tQ 
!^e interlineations in it, and four lines at the bottom of Mr< 
Tod^e's hand-writiiq; ; this you will hear read^ it fee^ to b^ 
a paper which has fome reference to the original inftitution of 
the London Correfpondii^ Society, and die Counfel fpr thf 
profecution infer from this paper, thus found in the hands of 
Hardy, with interlineations, and fome lines added by Mr* Tookc^ 
llttt be had fome kind of privity^ intercourf<^ or Qoi^no^iw 
jtt the forming of that Society ; wfaedier tbe obfervation. if 
Inrranted by the fa£tj you will judge whpn you.Jiear tbf 
fyidcnce. >. 

[VidiH>oh I, page 160.] . . r 

. Gendemen, die next piece of .evidenor was a letter of thf 

fourteenth of March, 1792, found by. Maclean upon Adam^' 

the Secretary of the Conftitutional Society,^ addrefTcd. to him 

from Sheffield. The import of .this letter is to. Jnfprm die Se? 

cretary of die Qmftitutional Society, that they. |iad^ about. ipiir 

mofidis (ince, formed themfelves into a Society, then very few 

ia OMmbcr, bu( diat -diey^ \ak rnerdirf^ iaA were likely to be- -^ 

tV'* y 3 come ^ 
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come numerous, ferdntnot oidj dm large and pep q fc ws town^ 
but the whde netghbouriiood fer manj miks round had an at« 
tendve eye upon them; that moft of the towns and villages 
were forming themfelves into fimibnr aflbciations, and ftrifilj 
adhered to the mode of copying after them ; that they had taken 
the liberty of writing to Mr. Home Tooke, detbribed to be 
diat worthy friend and patriot for the rights of the people, in- 
forming him of their eanieft defires of entering into a coimeAioQ 
with the Society of the fame denomination with theirs in Jxsn- 
don ; they fay his very obliging and affefiionate anfwer favours 
us with your iddrefs; in confequence we have taken die li- 
berty herewidi to tranfmit to you (Mr. Adams) fome refblves— 
propofing to enter into a conneftion and correfpondem^e widi 
riiis Society. Nothing more is to be found in this le tt e r, and 
therefore I do not trouble you with hearing it particularly read. 
There is a poftfcript, in which the writer fays— We have 
taken the liberty of encloiing a parcel for Hardy, in anfwer 
to a letter from him to this Society, requefling fbme in- 
fomution concerning our method of conduding the bufinefii 
and informing them that there are in London a number of 
mechanics, Shoemakers, && forming themfelves into a Society 
on the broad bafis of die Rights of Man, and defiring that 
the packet may remain with Mr. Adams till it (hall be called 
for ; it mentioned diat he had given to Mr. Hardy an aocouot 
of their manner of proceeding, and dating an improvcnwne 
diat they had adopted proper for great and populous townl^ 
diat is, dividing themfelves into fma)ler bodies, or meetings of 
ten perfons, each of thefe ten to appoint a Delegate^ ten of 
thefe Delegates to form anqther meeting, fuid fo on delegatiie 
from one to another, till at laft they are reduced to a proper 
tiumber fer confUtuting the Cqmmittee, or Grand CounciL Tliat ' 
is the fubilance of that letter^ "^ 

They next produce a paper found upon Adams, which is a 
Jetter from Aibton, Secretary to die Sheffield Society, dated tfa^ 
Iburtecnth of March, X79I ; that letter fhall.be read to you. 

. {«* f«?A I, ^^^ 173.] . , 
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This letter is proved by Mr. WoodfiJl to hive fixne inM^^ ■ 
lineadons of die prilbiier^s hand, particularly die word ^ Cmn^ 

trjy* in two places inftead of Government, and in one place 
the words ^ raJical rif§rm cf.** So that, according to this ftate 
of the evidence, a paper which purports to hie a letter from m 
Sheffield Society, to the Secretary of the Conftitmional Society^ 
is found in the pofleffion of that Secretary, widi alterations in 
die hand-writing of Mr. Horne Tooke : the oblervations which 
are made upon diat feem to be diefe-^-^idier that Mr. Horne 
Tooke muft have had ibme intercourfe widi the peribns iiriio 
wrote that letter, to be in privity with diem ; unlefi it ihould 
appear that Mr. Horne Tooke had made die alterations in tht 
letter after it was received ; now, with refped to diat, there is 
no evidence offered, and therefore the inference, made on th^ 
part of die. profecution, fo &r remains unanfwercd. 

They rtad, from the books of the Conftitutional Society, an 
entry of the fixteenth of March, 1792, when Mr. Horne 
Tooke appears, by the entry, to have been in the chair-«-<ine 
Mr. Joel Barlow was made an honorary member. The reft of 
that entry will be read to you. 

[Kidt vol. I, page 174-3 

I diink it ihould be obierved that this feems to bo the moft 
CorreA vote that I have met widi among the proceedings of theft 
popular Societies. The Society at Manchefter approve of 
Paine's fecond part of the Rights of Man, and talk of carrying 
into pradHce die principles diey approve of; but they confine 
their approbation to the fpecific objeds, refpefUng Mdiich it 
might be not unreaibnable to approve of Mr, Paine's work ; and 
if that refoludon had beeti followed by tfaoic other peribns who 
have adopted and printed Mr. Paine's works, it certainly would 
not have been fo much a fubjed of complaint, as it is in. the 
prelent ftate of things. I think it a juftice due, both- to tht 
prifoner and thofe who paiTcd that reloludon, to take notice in 
how guarded a way, feparating the good from the bad, diat re-* 
jcJudon, refpe£Ung Mr. Paine's work, is eiqirefled. 

Tb^ iie](t is a proceeding of the twenty-dilrd ofMatdi, 1792^ 
Y4 * rf 
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is:^ I^ie:^ s^a T«m:r ^'^^■—'f Sfr c^^ SMai:, containing the m 
*— '"""V ii m: ilrsfitsu itrizisv;. vss Jifr. TooLc's hand-wnt 

?*iu ^ BK ifcTi;«TTin*: ii:kzis^ a Jk^- T JiOMbt's LzAf^ They si4 



VBESUtfOisk s:u :»i:t=u]i:c; :c n.ifeive was the otfry^f 4l 
Oc qgJ Mi iap ^^UE =e r:ii:::i£Ci tsc Uarce, l~^2» when Hi 
grunc Tio^ v-^ zt^ijuzl. Tsusxz ti 2. rz-u^ cnTZ of thevir 
auc2fr SE crn^ia riii^uciXSi. r-izilxuaed troc iJre Stcrraiy ff 
m» L^aiuxn: v^t-^ .:;:id.:x i«2c:^C7« rj c» Sccrsujy ci loe C<9i 

iLvrx r,*:w^ s r..:;i:-yrz::c.- inics ocas scar Mr. Hone 

iMCv^:& Txic j» =21: o-'v: cue wji «ii*V cc =ui£ evidcm^ 0| 
sn 5;u-t jc ::a: rrncc^ov. Yjil will ocx mcie rfHiiDMt 

[^^ 5tf*l r, w;f<f 178.3 

Tre r.<zr =:^ r:^ was r^ad, «3S faioa caoa A)te% 
ams: li rcr^^ =: >: ct \Ir. Hjci» Tgoics's hajsd- 
^rr.r.z z^ :c zr.it cr2£i cc 1 l:c=r rrcc Aimrs cd ui»i 



Tee san. pusce cc cv-jcerce b 1 rranliinon of die 
c«sL. iccKS '« oc r-jf nr^acL«ch oc Aprly XT92, La which ikf 
tranr :3: iiats^Kuic Scc.ctt tbr a «mrr.«7iic;ih»io at their ink 
ciariC.-a; L: is cigyryiiy and cniered to be publdhcd. Yen wi 
har ±^ ceac, u :5 a maf«nt piper. 

^r^i r-'.'' I, tarf I Si] 



Gtr!c:tf£rca» she chienOQa dm is icadc, on the port of *• 
fiAltfvtifiBt upM.Aisjafts» i^tfaat it ii eyprdfcd in tanni. 
** r - which 
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of ^ CpA^itM^nal Sodetf, wlien Hr. UotOB Tqohe woryier 
iwit. There is-a paper ws^fercd to tbe hoqki containing the Mr 
(olutiqns of thj:-.$heffi^ld Society, wit^ Mr. Took^'s hand-wri* 
W>S uppn it J .an4. a cefolution aUb| /oifiuled uppn ^m rcfoliiv 
lion 4/ the^effieldSoci^X;^ iijL Mr, ToQk^s handt They nmft 
JierejKL 

[f7* w/. I, pi^e 176.] 

. Gqntkmeo, the next .piece, of .evideocc was the qitry.^ A$ 
pipceeding? upon ;the thirtieth jpf March, 1792, when MCf 
{lorne Tboke was prc&nt There is a rough draft of the mir 
putes of certain refulutions, tranfmitted from tbe Secretary cf 
the jLondon CorreTponding Society, to the Secretary of the Coov 
ftitutLpnal Society, figoed Thomas Hardy, and which fignBtiu% 
^ Thomas Hardy,*' Mr, Woodiall ftates to be, in &a, M^ 
llorne Tooke's hand-writing, which (hews that Mr. Home 
7ooke muft have had a great deal to do in forming theie refib 
Itttions. That is the ufe that. was made of that evidence^ P0 
the part of the prolecutor. You will bear thefe re^bbitioal 
read. . 

IflJi vol. T, page 178,] 

■". The xiead paper ^at was read, was found upon AdaiD% 
and- is proved to be of Mr. Home Tooke's band-writing, pm 
porting to bcjthe draft of a letter from Adams to the ShefieU 
^ocicty^ iignifying the ele£lion of the aflbciated members. It 
does not feem to me that any thing very material ariies upsm 
that.. ^ 

...The next piece of evidence is a resolution of dia Conflitift 
Cional Sopety, on the twentieth of April, 1792, in which they 
(hank the Sontfawrk Society for a comaninicatiQfi of their ^ 
^ration; it is entered, and prdered to be publiflicd* You wH 
|war that nead} it is a matesial pqwr. 

' XFtdi vol x^ page iSi.'} 
Gentlemen) die ebferatioBtiiat .is made, on the part «f Al 

•* t * iprhich 
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wUdr tae tetrtonety iexqeptioDable ; tod tfast though it it od^ 
pwcBki in diefe terras, this .Society orilered it to be pubIiihed-«» 
the ^xceptioinble terms iire iu the fourth and £fth re(oiution»--i« 
^ That cqMal1&Lve-ottii;fiiiihijp is the unalienable right of iJl 
^ men, minors, crimtniis, and inbae perTcms excepted ;'' axxt 
^ That the e;cerciie of that right, in appointing an adequate ro^ 
^ prefcntative Goremment, .is the wiieft device of human po» 
^ licy, and the only fecurity of nationil freedom." Now, per- 
ftsps, it would be more than ought iairiy to he in(isTed from 
th» {Kp^r, that thefe perfonsxlid reaUy cnean by ^ a teprefent** 
^ tiye Government," to exprefs a Government by the people^ 
independent of the-Cquftitutionalpart of the. GovernmeBt, in the 
Kiog and Lcffdss to.be fune it is exprcfled very unguardaUf^ 
pnd the obfervatio^ upon it is, that a paper fo earprftfliid ought 
not to have been publiflied. in this manner, by a refolution of 
tiiis Society. : 

•* The next piece of evideoct is the proceedings of ihc twenty<» 
fhrenth of April, when Mr. Home Tooke was prefent^ ani 
then a letter was fent to the Society of the Friends of the Ptoi 
pie, which produced ^kfterwards an anfwer, written by the SoJ 
ciety of the Friends, of the . People, and figned by Lord John 
RuiTd. I believe it will be neceflary that that letter, and th# 
infwer, fliould be read to you, becauie many obiervations havte 
Wen inade upon them, on the part of the proiecotion, and fomo 
on the -part pf the pri(bner, 

; [Fide W. I, pages l86 and i88.] . . . 

Gentlemen, I have direded this letter, and the anfwtr to* i(| 
10 be read to you, becaufe obfervations W6re made Opon them 
at the lame time, . I will tell you what occurs to me upon thi 
{otter and anfwer, • It appears to me as if it was a pert letter, 
and was fo confidcred by the Society of the Friends of the Pe64 
plo^ and that they returned a peevifb anAver ; and p^rhap9 that, 
may really and truly be the whole effed of that correfpondenoe^ 
) obfenre that they aUude in it* to fomething reipeding Mr. 
paine's plan) that they do not exp«t£t to fee -his great pfauil 
^eedilv avriediiito execution, I da not- obferrt diat thti^ ii 
>• ^ * meotioiieA 
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mentioned in the letter from the Soriety for Conftitudoml Infir- 
oution, but the h& fisems to be Aat a fentiment of that kkd 
was exprefled in a letter from die Manchcfter Sodctr^ to ifar 
Conftitutional Society^ and die Conftitutional Society did, very 
improperly and very incaudoufly, publifli a great many of thefe 
papers — ^It fcems to me as if the Society of die Friends of die 
People had taken that idea from Ibme newfpaper, and had <|uar- 
relied with the Conftitudonal Society upon that groundy and not 
improperly, becaufe thefe publicadons are opeii to a great ded 
of obiervation. I think this is nearly the wbcde that rcfubs frxmi 
thefe two letters. 

The next piece of evidence, purported to be a letter from 
Norwich to the Conftitutional Society, figncd I. Brought 
ton ; that letter was found among Adams's papers* They (bte 
that they are happy to fee the fucceft of the ShcflkM Sodety* 
and approve the Delegations that have been made to funn a phn 
of general information, and exprefi a wiih diat all the SocietieSi 
of a fimilar kind in England, were only as fo many members^, 
ftrongly and indifiblubly united into one political body. That 
expreifion is worthy obfervation, becaufe it is an expreffion io 
be found in many of the letters, and it feems to have been in* 
duftrioufly infufcd into many of diefe Societies ; that the ufis dnt 
was to be made of them was to unite diefe bodies of men into 
one body, for the purpofe of eflFeding, by the ftrength of dat 
union, what othcrwife was, perhaps, not to be produosd.-^ 
Whether this was meant to be efFe^d by force, or by the ge^ 
neral impreflion upon die public^-that a large body of men hsd 
a wi(h upon the fubjed, is another confidcration ; but this nockn 
of union ft^cms to have been very induiirioufly circulated dirou|^ 
the Soci^ti?^ and expreiled more than once in this letter. 

They go on to ftate that their Society confifts of feme hun* 
dreds, and that (hey had appointed Delegates ; that new Socie* 
ties were frequently forming, which, by Delegates, piHisrved a 
mutual intcrcourfe with each other, for inftrudion and informal 
tion. I'hen they fpeak of Mn Burke-^that is not very ma« 
terial. The fourdi refolutioo is — *^ To Mr. Thomas Paine out 
^ dianks arc efpecUlly due for his firft and fecond part (f die 
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^ Rights of Man ; and we fincerely wiih that he may live to fotf' 
^ his labours crowned with fuccefs, in the general difFufion of li-* 
^ bertyand happinefs among mankind.** This therefore, yoa 
6e, is an unqualified approbation of Paine*s firft and feoond 
parts of the Rights of Man. They go on then to take notice 
•f feme difcovery fuppofed to be made, relative to die Weft*' 
minfter election, which you need not be troubled with. Thef 
conclude—^ We congratulate our brethren in the various parts* 
^- of the kingdom, on the progreis of political knowledge; and' 
* eameftly entreat them to encreafe their aflbciations, in order 
^ to form one grand and cxtenfive union of all the friends of 
^ general liberty, and we hope the time is not far diftant whea 
^ die people of England will be equally and (aithfiiUy repre-' 
** iented in Pariiament." The idea of forming this grand union, 
you fee, is laboured, and is twice exprefled in that fingle paper 
•f refolutions« I ihould obferve to you, that the date of dut 
letter was the twenty-fourth of March ; there is an alteration hf 
it in Mr. Tooke's hand-writing ; that alteration, perhaps, it maj 
fee proper for you to look at ; it is an alteration from the twenty* 
fourth ultimo, to the twenty-fourth of March. I rather fuppote 
that alteration was made after it came into the hands of Adams^ 
iiid with a view only to accommodate it to the time when it was 
to be entered in their book, and diat it does not afford an obferva-r 
^on as if Mr. Tooke had feen that letter, or corre£l:ed it before 
i( was produced to the Society ; that does feem to me to be the 
cffefi of it, and that it is not to be carried further j but if yoa 
have a mind to look at it, you will fee how that is. 

The next paper diat was read was found among Adams's psu 
"pers ; it contains the names of perfons who were eleded mem« 
bers from the Norwich Society. The obfervarion upon it is, 
0at the defcriptions, added to the names of thefe perfons, are ia 
Ae hand-writing of Mr. Home Tooke. There feems to be 
^xnething elfe in the paper, and it is proper dut paper (bould be 
fcad^ 

[HJe vol I, page 194.] 

71)C oViervafiop upop ;his lettef is, diat Mr. Qornc Tgokg 
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hts added to the names of die perTons who were' recomnlended* 
to be aiTociated members from the Norwich Society to this C^- 
flitutional Society, the deicription of their fituations ; and from 
thence, it is inferred, widi a great deal of colour, that there muit 
have been fome private correfpondence of -Mr. Horne Tooke*S| 
ixdth Norwich, upon this fubjeA, which ihould enable him to 
know the iituation of thofe perfons, and to be able to add thefe 
defcriptions to the names ; and with refped to the letter kfel(-i( 
fpc9k» of a combination which it feems defirous of increafing ant 
promoting, which combination certainly is in iticif fufficicndy* 
dangerous, and threatening, to the peace of the community at 
large, becaufe, you fee, it is manifeftly calculated to extend itfelF, 
without end, and to combine all thofe perfons together to whom 
U extends, for any obje^ or for any purpofe; if it is good, very 
well, but, if it is bad, exceedingly dangerous to the community. 

The next piece of evidence is the proceedings of the Conflitih 
^nal Society, on the fourth of May, 1792, in which a Mn 
Martin Ls propofcd as an honorary member, and in which AA 
two laft letters were read; the refolutions upon them fhould J»# 
h^ read. 

[fide. vol. I, page 193.] 

They then read a Letter from Mr. Martin ; the original Lee? 
ter was produced, which, by Mr. Woodfall, is proved to have 
ah alteration in it, in Mr. Tookc's hand-writing, inftead of the 
words » learned men** in the letter, the words inferted by 
Mr. Tookc, as I underftand, are, ^ Gentlemen fo higUy 
«* approved of by the public ;** it docs not feem to me that t 
need trouble you with hearing that letter read ; the eflfed of it ii, 
diat Mr. Horne Tooke had a communication with Martin, ml 
that he had fomcthing to do in the correcting the letter, whicK 
Martin wrote to this Society : it does not feem to me to go 
further. 

The next piece of evidence is die proceedings of die Society^ 
lipon tlie nth of May, 1792, when Mr. Horne Tookc wai 
prefent ; and I believe it will be oecciTary, that thefe proceedings 
Ihould be read : They rcfpetSl an addrcfs which was at that tfane 
propofcd to the Sechrty in France^ odlcd die^ Jacobh» *' 
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[FiiU voL I, page 197.] 

On this addrefs, as far as it refpeds the Jacobins at Paris, 1 
ihall not make any obfervation at prcfent, becaufe it does not bci. 
long to the prefent enquiry. The interfering of the fubjeds of 
one country, with rcfpcft to the government of another countr; , 
may be very improper, but it does not touch the prefent queftioni 
the parts which touch the prefent queftion, and which the profsf- 
cutor lays ftrefs upon, arc thefe : they firft fey, ** It would have 
^ given an additional triumph to our congratulations, if thd 
•* equal rights of men (which are the foundation of your Declsa 
•* ration of Rights) had been recognized by the Governments 

• around."* 

If this means, that they were to be received, and aftcd 
upon, within thefe Governments; it is a very exceptionable 
Mea, becaufe thofe equal rights could not, in that fenfe, be 
jecognized by the.Govemment& around, without difturbing thoTe 
Governments extremely, particularly without difturbing the 
Government of the Country we live in ; but, if it meant only, 
that other countries might have recognized them, as far as efta- 
bliihed in France, fo that the tranquillity of France might not 
be difturbed, then there does not feem much reafon to quarrd 
with it. 

Anodier expreflion is more exceptionable, and leads to more 
obfervation. They fay, " We now behold you a nation pro- 

* Toked into defence, and we can fee no mode of defencp equal 
^ to that of eftablifhing the general freedom of Europe." If they 
meant by that expreflion, that the French were to defend 
tfiemfelves, by taking upon themfelves to eftablifh what this 
paper calls die general freedom of Europe ; all over Europe, 
by force, it is a moft dangerous idea, and extremely reprehen- 
fiUe indeed*: whether that be the true fcnfe of it you will judge. 
The other part of the paper goes to a cooperation with the Com- 
mittees of Soutliwark, London, and Wefhninfter Societies, in 
Republication of the four refolutions contained in the Declara« 
tion heretofore publilhed by this Society. Thofe, I apprehend, 
avt tbe dtdarations which were tranfmitted by the Southwark 
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Society, approred and ordered to be publiOied by ^s Society. 
I obferved, upon a very unguarded expreflion in one of thofe 
declarations, inftead of publifliing it, prudent men ougbt to have 
fupprcfled it ; that does certainly afKird an obfervation, on the 
part of the prcfecution. 

Gentlemen, I fhould be very glad, if, by any exertions of 
mine, I could hope to g^ dirough this fumming up to-night, 
but, I fee plainly, that the kngdi of it would carry us beyond 
any rcafonable hour, and diat I have not ftrength to go through 
it. I believe, therefore, that it would be better now to adjourn; 
I will meet you tcMnorrow morning, at nine o'clock. 



It being nnu near nine 9*clBek at nigbtj the Court a4^oumiit§ 
mn€ •*ck€k t$*iMrrow nurning. 
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SESSION HOUSE IN THE OLD BAILEY. 
Saturday^ Nifvemieribg 22J. 

PRESENT) 

Lord Chief Juftice EYRE; 

Lord Chief Baron MACDONALD; 

Mr, Baron HOTHAM; 

Mr. Juftice GROSE; 

Mr. Juftice LAWRENCE; 

And others, his M^efty's Juftices, Sec 

yobn Home Tookefet to tbi bar. 
Lord Chief Justice Eyre. 
Gentlemen of the Jury, 

I left off laft night with ftating to you a proceeding of the 
Coaftitutional Society on the eleventh of May 1792, an addre($ 
to Ac Jacobins. The next piece of evidence was the proceeding 
upon the eighteenth of May 1792; this was a meeting at the 
Ciown and Anchor, when Mr. Home Tooke was preient, and 
it was upon dus day that they met for the firft time at the Crown 
and Anchor, they had before held dietr meetings at die houfe of 
die Secretary. The addrefi diat had been before propofed was 
read, and ofdered to be publi(hed, and there was a letter from 
Mr. Paine refpeding a cheap edition of his firft and fecond parts 
of the Rights of Man. The proceedings at this meeting will 
be read to you. 

[Vidi vol I. pagi 200.] 

Maclean then identified a paper found at Adams% which ap- 
pears to be the minutes of diefe refolutions, and it is proved by 
die evidence of Mr. Woodfall, that diere are corre^ons in the 
lyiii^writuig of Mr» Tooke. Under the bead of cKpences of the 
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Society, there arc charges for printing in the newfpapen thefi; 
refolutions, and alfo the rcfolution refpeclir^ the addrefe to the 
Jacobj^s. 

On the twcnty-fifch of May there was another meeting at the 
Crown and Anchor, when Mr. Rome Tooke was pre&nt, and 
it appears that at that meeting fix thoufand copies of the bills, as 
they are cailcd, which had - been diycdted at the laft meeting;^ 
were ordered to be printed. . There is a diredion for the diftri- 
bution of thi-m amongft the different Societies wkh whom this 
Society correfponded ;; it appeared by the account-book that 
twelve guineas were ■ charg^ for prii.ting this letter of Mr. 
Paine's, and the addrefs to. the Jacobins ; there are charges fi>r 
the conveyance by the coaches of diefc prints, to Nprwicfa, Glal^ 
gow, and other places, and alfb for inferting them in the news- 
papers. 

Upon the (irft of June, 1792, there was another meeting, ifrivn 
Mr. Home I'ooke was prefcnt. .The Secarettry reported that 
he had fent the different copies of the bills that were ordered by 
the laft meeting to be printed according to the di regions that he 
had received ; they amount- to a pretty large number,. and tlien 
there are three thoufand more ordered to be printed^ jyod to 'ill 
diftributed to particular places There was a iMcrftamdm 
Correfponding Society, of the thirty-firft of Maf, rcad,t^iMch 
yns ordered to be publiflied in fuich of the newfpopers as wq«II 
receive the advertifements of the Society, and diere is-»-dkvgi 
Cmt that publication. I do not believe that any thing partkikhs 
9ri&s upon that letter, if any of the oounfel will tell me .All 
there does, it fliall be read, otherwifi: I think that may be p^ieA 
over. There are. charges aUb in die accouat4xx)k fc»r tranCf 
initting 40 N.orwich and other places a paper wkh (bme of dM 
King's proclamations, which were iflued about that time* . J 
Upon the eighth .of June 1792, there was a meeting of this 
Society, when an open Committee was appointed, who were 
to meet, and to take into confideration Mr. Paine's letter, with 
power to tranfmit copies of Aat letter to die different Socieiie» 
with .whom they correfponded. Six dioufimd copies of the refin 
lufiioof ctlative.tg thcprodanjation wok ordered u>^fce primadi 
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and fetit to the differoit Correfpondlng SocietieSir 

The proceedings on the twenty-fifth of May were not read in 
die place in wfaidi they fhould have been read, becaufe the refb- 
lutions which make the fubjed of fome of thefe meetings that I 
have been now ftating to you, were then come to s thefe refolu* 
tions mud: be read. 

[Fidi vol. 1, page 2o8.] 

Gentlemen^ the next evidence was the proceedings of a meet« 
ing on the fifteenth of June I792> when Mr. Tooke was 
in the chair. The original minutes of the refolution of that 
meeting were found upon Adams, and proved by Mr. Woodfall 
to be in Mr. Horne Tooke's hand-writing. The principal refo- 
lution refpeSs the publication of twelve thoufand copies of 
Paine's letter to Mr. Dundas, which are diredled to be tranf- 
itoitted to the different Societies. You will hear thefe minutes 
read. 

[Vide vah I. page 2ll.] 

Mr. Adams was then called^ in order to fubftantiate the book 
of expenditure which he had, and he alfo fubftantlated fome 
other proceedings that had been read in his abfence firom the 
general book of die Society, to which he had not been before 
oxynunedi 

The next piece of evidence Was the proceedings at a meeting 
of the Conftitutional Society upon the twenty-fecond of June 
1792, when there were dire&ions that a fubfcription, opened for 
Mr. Paine, who was under profecution^ was to be received by 
Mr. Bonney, his fdicitor ; and there is a report of an eftimate 
of tdhe expence of printing the twelve thoufand copies of Mr. 
Rune's letter to Mr. Dundas, which had been ordered at the 
lift meeting ; that eftimate amounted to twenty-five pounds, 
that was agreed to, and then there was a dire£iion that the Com- 
mittee wefe to meet to confider how thefe twelve thoufand co- 
pies were to be circulated« They call Mr. Chapman and Mr. 
Jordan in order to prove thofe works that had been thus ordered 
to be printed. Chapman iaid he printed a part of the {ecpnd 
. Vol. II. Z part 
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part cf the Rights of Man, up to Mo f 18, ani theti' Irokc ollf 
Jordan faid, Aat Mr- Whte, the Solicitor for the Trcafonri 
came to him ; but he could not take upon himfelf to recdliA 
whether he had given Mr. White the copy of diis'^Msrk whiA 
1/ras now produced ; he faid he had cartainljr written h» name 
Upon it, but he did not think thatthis particular copy produced, v» 
publifhed by him ; however, upon further prefling him, it ap* 
peared that, in truth, he had had that copy which he fuppoled 
to be delivered by him to Mr. White, fixxn one Mr. Hundey; 
the memorandum he had made upon it was, that it hai 
been bought of Mr. Johnfon, through M4". Hiintley; he fiudj He 
fuppofed that as his name was to this work, as Ae publHUerv 
Mr. Johnfon would not have fold a book with his name to it; 
that he had publifhcd copies of the fame work for Mr.Faifie; 
and had an account with Mr. Paine; 

He faid, that after the fuit was inftituted againff' hnn, oir 
account of this publication, he went to Mr. Home Tookq a^ 
cording to a letter he had received from Mr. Paine, expeding 
to meet Mr. Paine there; and he did accordingly meet him; 
that Mr. Tooke alfo was there ^ and Mr. Tooke entered inlD a 
difputc with him about his bang timid, and doubtful . of kwing' 
the a£Hon, as he called it, in the care of Mn Bonocf.j tfaitMn 
Bonney was prcfent ; and that Mr. King, as Jordan's attornqfji 
was aUb prefent ; he was fearful, and did not choofe ta| 
out him. Mr. Home Tooke faid, Mr* Paine had: 
Bonney ; and that the witnefs might leave the bufnwfi.enliidp 
to him, and go quietly home. He was .then, (hewn anadn 
copy, which he faid did feem to him to be one of die fame.QopBl 
that he publifhed. Upon this evidenoe the bookwas. dtoi^ 
to be fufficiently cftafaUfiied in evidence;. and it(Wasracavdinglf 
delivered in at the table ; and- parts o(.it were' read} andliirfi 
parts muft know be read again. 

[Fldev^L |. pagi 22X.} 

Mr. Home I'ooke deflred- that the pcefice nught be reaiL 
Mr. To0ke. I do not defire it now. « 

L^rd Chief Jujiici Eyn. The objeft of reading dv^ prcfiKS^ 
5 « 
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\ I take it, trartb ttkew diat it was written in eonfequAice df 
4r. Burke faying ma^ fame pubfication, which protoked Mr. 
Wne to give this anfwer. 

The obfervattofts upon Ais paper, and upon die rcfohitioms of 
li^ Society, on ffte part of the profecution, are, diat this work 
f Mr. Fame's, being a dlreS attack upon dicMonardiy of Eng- 
iHd, and opon Ae Conftitatron of Ae Govenunent of England^ 
1 a King, Lords^ and Commons ; and he being under prvCeca-^ 
« fbr pubKflxlng this work, diis Society take upon them- 
Ifes tor fubfcribef for his defence ; and to come to refolations, 
lat it was fit for them to do fo ; and to come to a particular 
rfihnSon, which goes a good way towards exprefling an appro- 
a&m of the doflWne. The refoiutron that I allude to is, «* Re- 
lived, ThaC the right of inveftigating principles and fyftcms of 
Gorreramene, is ofie of thofe rights ; and that the wodcs of any 
author, which cannot be refoted by neafon, cannot^ cm princt- 
(des of good government, and confunon fenfe, be made the 
fubje£l of a profecution ;" whether that is the fiur import of that 
iUtfdon, or no, is for your judgement) that is the way in 
tfch it is pot to you', on the part of die profecntion. 
^ E fc i rt i b m en, the next piece of evrfaice is the proceedings of 
lb Society, upon the twenty-nmdi of June, 179a, when Mr.- 
lorne Tooke was prefent. There was then a plan rqported for 
}$ fiftribution of the fix diou&id Copies, which had been or* 
itii df die refohit'rons relative to thii proclamation. I dmi: 
if weie thofe fix thouiand copies, and they ftaie a diftribution 
■it amounts, I beReve, to die full number I gikuhcted it td^ 
#'-thoa(and feven hundred and fifty; and there were fome 
liers afterwards. At a meetings on die fixdi of Jtdy, 179?, 
ftv Home Tooke was prefent. The Corrcfponding Society 
itarti their thanks for two hundred copies diat had been fent to 
$totf under 'die former ordbr^ 

Mr Maclean then produced a letter found upon Adansy from 
mr LMkfen Corrcfponding Society to this Society, in which he 
cdcs of having received two hundred copies of the proclama' 
pn^ as it is called— two hundred copies of Paine's letter— 
■t is die letter upon die fubjefl of his cheap edhiofi of the 
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Rights of Man, ind being prolecuted — and two hundred copiesef 
his letter to Mr. Dundas j and diey prcoaifed, that havii^ received 
fix hundred copies, they will take care diat diey fliall be lb 
communicated, that fix thouiand people^ at leaft^ fliould have an 
opportunity of reading them. At this meeting thanks were re- 
turned by the London Correfponding Society, to die Cooftita 
tional Society, for agreeing to admit fix of their members, as 
honorary members of the Conftitutidnal Society, and their names 
i^-ere forwarded to the Coiiftitutional Society. Hardy and Mar- 
g:irot wcij two of thofc fix perfons. There was a refdutioD 
t]:at thofc perfoas fhould be ballotted for at the next meeting. 

Mr. Lauzuii produced a paper found at the houfe of Hatdy, 
which purports to be this letter to Mr. Dundas; and upon die 
tide page it is laid to bj ^^ printed and diftributed gratis by the 
^^ Society for Confciiutional Information." There were pallages 
read from that letter, and they will be now read to you. 

[f^dfy vol. I. page 7,7,\J] 

Gentlemen, They then read the proceedings at a meeting of 
the Conflitutional Society, on the thirteenth of July, 11^ 
u-hen Mr. Tooke was prcfent. I find nothing rcfpeding tbC 
meeting, but th.it chcy bdlotted for fix members of the Cooet 
ponding Society, and that they were unanimoufly defied. 

Thornton then produced a paper, found at Mr. HorncTookA 
houfe, purporting to be a letter from Thomas Hardy^ dated tilt 
twenty-fourth of July, I792> fpeakingof the progrels vrfiididK 
Society luJ made, and that they were now got as fiv as die 
eleventh and twelfth divlfion. I am not aware that any ikiDg 
very pii tictdar arifts upon that piece of evidence. 

Thompfon then produced a paper found in Mr. HorneTaokA 
houfe, d.itcd the eighth of Auguft, 1792, purporting to be a 
letter from l^homas Hardy to Mr. Tooke, in which he Icodl 
him a proof copy of the Addrefs of the London Correfponding 
Society s that is, I fuppofe, the addrcfe of the fixth of Auguft: 
he afLs Mr. Tooke's opinion upon it, before it was puUiflud^ 
and alio alks, whether it was proper that a copy of it ihould be 
fent to the Secretary of the Conftitutional Society^ next wcckt . 
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88 'diat Society were not to meet till the laft Frkbiy in Sep* 
tember. 

This witnefs was afked, by Mr. Tooke, fcvcral queftions 
about the manner of finding thefe papers ; the account he gave 
vmSy that he and another perfon fearched for the papers : that 
there was a Mr. Ford prefent to fuperintend the fearch and the 
cxaminadon ; and that a Mr. Froft and a Mr. Vaughan, who 
"vere friends of Mr. Tooke, were alfo prefent ; and he believes 
Aat diere were lifts taken by the friends of Mr. Tooke, of all the 
|Mpers that were taken upon that examination. 

Thornton then produced another letter, found at Mr. Tooke*s 
boufe, dated the fifteenth of September, 1792, which purports 
to be addrciTed to Mr. Home Tooke, and to be written to him 
by Mr. Margarot; it.is in thcfe words, " M. Margaret wifhes 

♦ to fubmit to Mr. Horne Tooke's confideration, whether a 
^ plan might not be adopted for obtaining the aflfent of all the 
^ different Societies throughout the Nation, to an united and 
^ iafe declaration, afTuring the French, that we entertain the 
4* moft friendly difpofitions towards them ; and that we will, to the 
-P utmoft of our power, difcountenance all hoftile attempts on the 
^ part of Miniftry, fiiould the latter be bafe enough to forfeit the 
'^ oation's pledged faith of neutrality. M. M. conceives fuch a 

^ meafure will prove more ufeful than a partial, and, perhaps, 
^ comparatively fpeaking, inconfiderable fubfcription, which, 
^ however, would be no ways impeded thereby- A fimilar de- 
^ claration would certainly quiet their jealoufics, with regard to 
^ the Englifh, and would encourage them in their arduous 

* ftruggle, while numbers of well wiftiers to their caufe, who 
^ might come forward here with only their fignatures to the decla- 
^ ratidi, would give a moft fevere check to all open, or even un- 
^ derhanded minifterial attempts." 

Thornton then produced another paper, dated the fixteenth 
|of September, 1792, purporting to be a letter from Hardy to 
JMr. Home Tooke, in which he fays, " Mr. Margarot would be 
,4« glad to know your opinion of the propofition he has fubmitted 
^ to your judgment. I think, with him, it would hav^ a good 
M effoc^i at the fame time, the lubfcriptioa to. go on as it now 
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" does ^ o" tveaty ihriftiH fijgaaliMneB woM have store 
** weight duD as nunj diou&iid pounds^ for ten men mig^fiib* 
« fcribe tfaac (am.'' 

Thai thej read the pffwcrrJig of the tvcntjf^^ghtk of Scy- 
conber. Air. Home Tooke being preieat» fvhen a IcOcr w 
received from the Secraary to ffae London ConcTpoodi&g So* 
ciety, propofijig this meafure of an Mak-, and theie ia aaoc* 
preffion in it wfaich exaffly oondlJKnids widi Mr. Maijpratli 
letter, which fpeaksof the Aliniftry doing any thing inviabtioi 
of the nation's pledged fiuifa, and propofes the meafure as tcndii( 
CO check hoftile meafures; diat letter of Mr. Hacd/s to the 
Secretary of the Conilitutional Society muft be read. 

[fldej ^sL I, page 245-] 

They then read the proceedings of the fifth of Odober, 1791, 
when the letter from the London Correfponding Society, and the 
relblutiofis, were ordered to be publiAied. 

Lausun then produced a paper, found at Haidy's, dated die 
third of Odober; it purports to be a ktter from Adns tt 
Hardy, notifying Aat resolution : he alio produced anodier ftfa 
of the fixihofAuguft, 17929 that (hould hare been read mift 
proper place, immediately after the refiiutioa of die dghdi df 
Augud, which ¥ras before read. It purports to 1x ao addrdfc 
fttmi the London Corre^nding Society to die people td Eiigr 
Jandj it is pretty long; the paflages that were relied uponiMil be 
read. 

[Fidt vol. I, page 246.] 

Gendemen, this paper has been read to yon ; and I hopeyoi 
have attended to it particularly; becaufe great ftrefs wasiaH 
upon it, on the part of the profecuiioo, as if we might diibem 
in that paper the firft traces of this idea of a National Comrcn- 
tion, which ihould ufiirp the Govemmont of the Country. I 
difcover in it fomethJng very inflamnatory, licentious, and libd- 
lotis upon ail the orders in the State, and upon every pttfm viiD 
has any thing to do with the Executive GovernmcnCi bit I 
cannojt fay my fcL"; that 1 do diiicovcr any diftind traces of a Niti- 
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•nd CoRiroiitims the oontrary idea is hdd eUt 4a the tAntfof. 
rt4 nd it does feem to tne <is i^ taking the whde ^context toge- 
ther, it would be difficult to coUe<ft more from it^ than that^ in 
VQiy 'eager, animated, and exceptionalile langiiage, -cbey pro- 
datm €o the world, that grievances exift ; and that they are de^ 
tenuaed to procure a reform of thofe grievaiK<es, by grocuring 
t better repreferftaden of the people in Parliiment ; and that 
better reprefentation of the people in Parliament, in fair inter** 
prctatioa^ wfould be in the Commons Houfe <lf PiurUaraent ; and 
ia Aat view of it, however exceptionable it may be, and very 
ciBceptianable it is in its language, ftiU duit diftinft idea could 
hardly be colledted from it. You will judge, and you are the 
proper judges, whether there can feifly be colleded from that 
kttermore than I have ftated to you : it is important youiho«ld 
attend to it, bocaufe ftrefs was laid upon it ; and the true axy^ 
ftrudion of it may be that which is infifted upon, on the part 
pf the frrofecution; hot of that you will judge. 
: The next piece of evidence that was read was the prooeedingt 
■f t he Cwelfri i of OSober, 1792, of the Conftitutional Societ]!^ 
wkm Mr. Home Tooke was prefent. At this meeting there 
IMi a lettrr read from the London Correfpondii^ Society, vriA 
m^fttkth imrlofiMl to die National Convention of France, aii4 
Aty iAtt the advice of the Conftitutional Society, as to the 
Matter of conveying and prefenting that addrefs* 
r Ifadcan then produced the original letter, *and the addrefe of 
Ae Society, to the National Convention of France, The Con« 
ftwticmal Society refolve to thank them for the conuiHmica- 
#in,' and Acy approve of the ^rit of the addrefs i that addraft 
is a ««ry important piece <of evidence; you wiU hear it r^* 

[ndf 'uoL 1, page 246. j 

Oentlemen, the whole of this paper deiervevi^ry a^ndve 
tMlfiderdtion indeed ^ for you here find an apf Ju to a foYe^n 
country, and thofe who make the addrefs take vpon themfelvce 
V* conJider the interefls of our Country as inttmately Uefided 
with die interefts of that Country, in the ftate in which diat Coub« 
Vy was At Ihat time) which leads to very fericMf ^bfavatians,-^ 
- Z 4 It 
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It fpeaks of tbe lawful controls in this Country as oppreffive 
and burthenfome to the people of this Country. It ipeaks of 
Frenchmen becoming free, and of Britons preparing to become 
fo. It fpeaks of the Ariftocracy of the Country with a pretty 
plain allufion to one of the orders of the State, in thefe terms— 
<^ Seeking our real enemies, we find them in our bofom s we 
" feci ourfclves inwardly torn by, and ever the vi&ims o^ a 
«* reftlefs and all-confuming Ariftocracy." It aflerts, diat an 
Ariftocracy is the bane of every nation under die fun; and it 
declares that France has done wifely in expelling an Arifto- 
cracy. It alludes more guardedly to the King, but there is an 
allufion, and a dangerous one — ^' The King of Great Britain 
** will do well to remember that this Country is not Hanover j 
^ ftiould he forget this diftin£Vion, we will not." It fpeaks of 
the event of the fuccefs of the French contcft in very extraor- 
dinary terms — " If you fuccecd, as we ardently wifli, the triple 
" alliance (not of Crowns) but of the people of America^ 
^ France, and Britain will give freedom to Europe, and peace 
^' to the whole world ;" which is going a good way towards 
faying, that the efFccft of the fuccefs of the conteft in Fimoe 
will be to produce an alliance of the nations of France and 
England, independent of a Crown, ai)d without a CroinL 
How far thcfe obfervations are juft in themfelves, and how fir 
they lead to open the views of thofc who prefented this Addrefii 
is matter of general obfervation, for your confideration upon 
the whole of the evidence taken together; but I thought it 
necefTary to point out to you the particular pa&ges, whidi muft 
certainly ftrike one upon reading that paper. I ihall have oc« 
cafion hereafter to obferve a little more particularly upon it 

They then read the proceeding of the nineteenth of Oflo- 
ber, when Mr. Home Tooke was in the chair ; there was S 
Committee appointed to confer with the Delegates of the Loo- 
don Correfponding Society, on the Addrefs which that Society 
had prefented to the National Convention of France. 

Upon the twenty-fixlh of OSober, Mr. Horne Tooke bang 
prefcnt, the report of the Committee appointed at the laft meet- 
ing was recommitted; and it was refolved, that at the next 

meeting 
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meedng tbey imiU confidor of an ^nfwer to tbe London G>r» 
icTpoodtng Soci^y, upon the fubje^ of their letter, and that 
they would alio confidei' of an Addrcb to the National Convene 
tion of Franpe. 

Upon the fecond of November, 1792, at a meeting of diQ 
Conftitutional Society, Mr. Tooke being prefent, a Committee 
was appointed to prepaid an Ad^refs, but Mr* Tooke was not 
of that Committee. 

. Upon the ninth of November, 17929 Mr. Tooke being 
yrefent, the Addrefs was produced, and was read ; Mr. Barlow 
:^ Mr. Froft being prefent, were defired to prefent this Ad^ 
drefi, and were thanked for having accepted this truft. Tho 
proceedings were figned by the Chairman, Lorijl Scmpill. Tha;^ 
Addrcis muft be read. 

iFide voL i, page 247.] 

Gentlemf^n, this paper was alfo very much relied upon, but 
I. do not think it fq eafy to point out the particular paiTages from 
whence ftrong obferyations will arife. They fpeak of the glo- 
rious tenth of Auguft : — as to the tenth of Auguft, and what 
;^)pellation it deferved, as applied to the affairs of France, we 
b^vc nothing to do with \ apd there is no direfl application of it 
to any confequences that were to follow here. There is a good 
deal of acrimony expreflcd as to the ftate of this Country; but 
a great deal of obfervation, v^ ith refpe<a to the efFeft that the 
Revolution of France was to have upon this Country, hardly 
ariiqs upon that expreflion of acrimony. The concluding part 
is the mpft material, and has the mod dire& reference to fuch 
an effed ; it is in thefc words — ^ The luftre of die American 
^ Republic, like an effulgent morning, arofe with enci^ng 
H vigour, but dill too diftant to enlighten our hemifphere, till 
^ tbe fplendour of the French Revolution burft forth upon 'die 
^ nations in the full fervour of a meridian fun, and difplayed, in 
^ the midft of the European world, the pra(^cal refult of prin- 
^ ciples which philofophy had fought in the (had^; of Q>eculation, 
f and which experience: muft every where confirm." This is, 
^rtainly, a gciicral approbation of the ora&ical sefiilt of prin^ 
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ciples which had produced t RevdiNieii in S^nMce^ and wiiidl 
this Addreiis fuppofes that experiefice woM-catdm 'every mtten 
as Weill as m France. It Tpedts «f difpetliffq; 4be tAdttds ^F 
prejudice from all people, revealing the fecrets of aH d^Miftui 
and creating a new chaoSer m oum. Tbefe are expi«C«ns 
cer tai n l y large enough to comprdhend their ^own Caurttry 4a 
well as every other CoanCry hi the neighihoiirheod ^ FranoK 
It goes on to fay — ^^ In this career of impro'^nmBftt, ]/oiir eaK* 
« ample will be feon Mbwod,*' — Foibwed hy whom ?--*-^ for 
* nations, rifing from their lethargy^ wSi rcdaim the rights of 
•* man with a voice which man casnot rcfift." That, yo« fcc^ 
is general— ^oing to all nations : and if it has any r e fer e nce t» 
this Nation among others, to be Aire it is a paper that <ieierHes 
very ferious attention, confidered as a declaration of principles 
upon which the fate of this Country might turn, as well as the 
fate of France. 

Gentlemen, the next piece of evidence is a paper found upon 
Adams, dated Paris, die twenty-ninth of November, 1791; it 
is a letter from Joel Barlow and John Froft to the Conftita* 
ttonal Society, informing them of what had pafled apon the prew 
fenting of thofe Addreflles; that paper will be read, and the twa 
papers contained in it; and one of them will certainly Ve tK« 
tremely material for your confideration. 

[Fidf vol. I, page 247.] 

Gentlemen, on the part of the profecution, they vonfider te 
language in which this Addrefs was prefented to the Natiend 
Convention of France, and the Prefidcnt*s anfwer, as an expo* 
fition of the Addre<5 itfelf, and as a comment upon it ; and aS 
poinring out what was meant to be exprefled by it. Whedier 
they are right in fo ftating it, is for yoor judgment ; but they 
have hir ground fo to ftate it. With regard to the expi>eAons 
of the Prefidcnt of the Nationd Convention, I do not myfelT 
ibink that much prejudice ought to arije to thofe who p r efemed 
this Addrefs, from the language he thought fit to hold ; becaufe 
the policy of a nation, wifliing to receive fuch Addrefics as 
^cfe were, might ii&ale to them a language vriiicb went be- 

yoii4 



< 347 ) 
yond die featinmKs exprefled in the Addreis; airf it rori& 
Sunnily be £udy attributed to thoTe \^k> prcfented ihc Addreft, 
AT inbo fcuned k j but ^kc kngusge <if tlie pcrfen -w^o pr^ented ' 
ifae Addrefs is 4iuke of aiioclier nstitre, and fias a tnach dofet 
applkatioa to the fentnoeiits conveyed in the AxldreTs itTetf. 
Wkbivrped totlMt language, without inAtng a particular cbfcr- 
vation, I will only reftate the words which arc the moft im^ 
4nrial»— 

. ^ After the example vMA France has given, the fcience cC 
.* Revoludons will be rendered eafy, and the progrefs of reafon 
^ w9I be rapid : it woidd not be ftrange if, in a period f<ir ihoit 
'^ of what we (hall venture to predift, Addrcffcs of fclicitatiaA 
-*• d^uld crofs the feas to a National Convention in England.** 
Now, I diink it may be f»r}y oMerved upon this language^ 
-chat the National Convention, which the author of diat fend- 
ment referred to, couH not pofftbly mean a Convention of De- 
legates, for die purpofe of rcforrning that branch of the Con- 
mittttion, Ac Commons Houie of Parliament ^ and I fhsdl, at 
piefent^ make no other comment upon it. 

Gentlemen, the next piece of evidence is a paper found at 
Mr. Home To6kc'« boufe, vrhich was produced by Mr. Thorn- 
ton ; it is in French, and there is a tranflation of it ; h is « 
letter to the Prefident of Ae French Convention, without a 
^hiee, making an offer of four thonfendlivrcs, to be applied to the 
war. And there is a particular expreflion in that letter which 
wnay be fadious, but does not feem to point dire^ly to the 
«fbje£l of the prefent enquiry — it is, that tht^ is to be applied to 
^ns^le them to carry on the war againft all ddlpots, even if 
(be defpots (hould be of the Country of Mr. Home Tooke, 
who feiit the iefter. I am not aware that there is any thing 
ttore in tfwt letter material, if there is, it may be nead. 

They then produce *e draft of a letter to Petion," whidi 
is proved alfo to be of Mr. Home Tooke's hand-writing, and 
fo have been foiind in his houfe : 4te aafwer to that letter is 
likewifc produced. The letter refpeds fupplies that were to be 
fent for the ufe of the French Army, and in what manner they 
fDtght be inoft firfel^ conveyed, There is xnie exprcffion upon 
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vAidi obiervations arlfe, and it did not ftrike me at die time 
that there were more than one ; if there is any mcNre} if pointed 
out, the letter may be read t it is, where it fpeaks of being of 
ufe to the common caufe of England and of Fruice. It is fa- 
ther difficult to underftand how England and Fnmce, in the 
fituation in which France then was, (hould have had a common 
caufe. 

The next piece of evidence is the proceedings of the Confii^ 
tutional Society upon the fourteenth of December, 1792s when 
Mr. Home Tooke was in the chair. A letter was received from 
the Friends of Liberty and Equality at Laon ; that letter is pn>- 
ducedi being found upon Adams. There was alfo a letter upon 
the twenty-firft of December from another place in France, 
Macon ; and upon that occafion Mr. Hornc Tooke and fome 
others were appointed a Committee for Foreign Corrcfpondenoe, 
and thcfe letters were ^ferred to them ; and they were ordered 
to keep a feparate book of their correfpondencc-^That letter is 
alfo produced* If it is thought material, thefe letters may be 
read ; but it does not appear to me that there were any anfwers 
fent to them ; and it does not ftrike me that any very material 
obfervations arife upon diem. Mr. Attorney General, wooU 
you wi(h to have them read ? 

Air. Solicitor GemraU Mr. Attorney Genera] is not in 
Court — ^it is his wifh to fubmit entirely to your Lordfhip'l 
difcretion. 

Lord Chief Juflice Eyre. The next piece of evidence wn 
the proceedings of the Conftitutional Society upon the fifth ti 
Oftober, 1792 — Mr. Home Tooke prefent, when a letter from 
Joel Barlow was read, fpcaking of a letter which he bad v^itcep 
to the Convention on the fubjedl of the then Conftitution of 
France; he prefents a copy of that letter to the Conftitution^ 
Society; and there are fome expreffions in his letter which may 
dcferve confideration, and therefore it fliall be read, 

{Vidi vl I, page 250.] 

Mr. Johnfon, the bookfdler, proved that the printed copy of 
Joel Barlow's letter to the National Convention of France 
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printed by him ; he produced a copy, and the letter vM • 
reai. 

[Fiji vol. I, page 251.] 

Upon the twelfth of Oftober, 1792, at a meeting of the 
Conftitutional Society, Mr. Horn^Tooke being prefent, Mr, 
Barlow's letter was read ; and it was refolved — *^ That Mr. 
** Sturch be reqitefted to draw up an aniwer to the letter of 
* Mr. Barlow read at the laft meeting, expreffing how much 
** pride this Society feel at having eleAed him an honorary 
** member." 

Upon the nineteenth of OSober, X792, at a meeting of the 
Society, Mr. Home Tooke being in the chair, an anfwer to 
Joel Barlow's letter was read, and approved of, and the anfwei 
was entered.^ — That anfwer will be read. 

[PlJi v#i I, page 25 I.J 

Gentlemen, this clofes the Correfpondence between Mr* 
Barlow and the London Conftitutional Society, and it will be 
proper juft to point out to you what ufe is made of it on the 
part of the profecution* Joel Barlow writes a letter to the 
National Convention of France, upon the fub^S of their hav- 
ing retained in the Conftitution that they had fettled, the Kingly 
office; he is, in opinion, averfe to that, and endeavours to 
convince them that the Kingly office ought not to be retained 
in their Conftitution. He tranfmits this letter to the London 
Conftitutional Society, and points it out to them as that which, 
diough not fo immediately reducible to pradice in England as in 
France, yet would not be foreign to the obje£h of that Society. 
It goes on to ftate, that great Revolutions are to be expected; 
and, therefore, as £ir as the fentiments of Barlow, from that 
letter and that bode, are to be collected, certainly it is to be 
colleded that Barlow thought that his letter would have an ap.* 
plication in this Country, with a view to a Revolution to be 
expcSed here. It is undoubtedly true, that Mr. Barlow's fenti- 
ments are not to be imputable tj any body lurre, merely from 
the circumftance of his having thought fit to communicate them; 
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and, ihenforey ii> order todifeovcr ike true besRing of Ae evi- 
dence, you muft fcc* how Barlow's letter is received, and wKoC 
eonclufions arifc from the maimer in which Barlow's letter it 
Received. 

Upon the receipt of this letter in the Conftitutionat Society, 
they immediately ftatc the pride they have m recollecting that 
he was an honorary member of the Society (for he had been 
admitted an honorary member before he tranfmincd that fetter), 
and then they vote a fi)rmal anfwer to Mr. Joel Barlow. And 
the language of that an^er, certainly, deferves fome notice, and 
does afford fjme obfcrvation; for the anfwer, after thanking 
him very warmly for the work, and approving of its fpirit and of 
its tendency (you fee it goes beyond the immediate application 
of it to the affuiis of PVance)-^" It is with reafon that you 
" think the fubjccl of your book not foreign to the great objcd 
•' of the Society, which has invariably been to lead their coun- 
^ try men to think for themfelves on the momentous fubjed of 
^ G<;vernment, and thus to produce an univeHal and practical 
*' awiviclion of one great truth, that without a real reprcfeiita* 
*' tion of die people, frequently renewed, there cait be no tt* 
** fe6hial check to that fyltem of corruption by which Ae public 
«* trcafure is fquandcred. — no fecurity for that portion <if libertjr 
*< w}iich we fbould enjoy — nor any ratienal hope that the Gom 
** vernmcnt wiil be conduced with a view to its only proper 
*^ object, the huppincfs of the many, and not the intereft of Ae 
« few.'* 

Now the queftion is, whether the obfervation which is mstk 
upon this paifAge is a juft one ; when they acknowled^ iat 
Mr. Barlow's letter, recommendirtg the taking Monarefay 
out of the Cotiftitution of France, had a material connection 
with their object, and afterwards exptakied that objed to Be-that 
they defire that tiie fubjedh Ihould thfnk for themfelves on Ae 
momentous fubjeS of Government " Aus to produce an uni- 
« verfal pradical conviflion of one great truth, that withtmt 
« a real rcprc(*MKition of the people, frequently renewed, there 
« can be n^ cflldual check to that fyftem of corruption," and 
fu on. It is put to you to confidcr, whether this approbatioir 
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la^js tO'tlkst e6ndtitfiQn; imleik you undecftaud thai c«ncltifioi» 
to onaii.a osal reprefen^tioii of die people, without a ^loiurcbyj 
Vou (ct the quedion iS). whether the conflruction that is put 
Upoaduili fetter in that waj is ji^y put or no; or whether the 
uriiolB refttlt of tUs cqrreipondeiice mefuis no more than d»t' 
Ae)i diaaked him,for a book in which the fubject of Govern- 
ment is largely difcufTed, with a view to the fuigje purpofe o£ 
imprefEng upon the minds of the people the neceffity of a Re- 
form In the reprefentation in the Commons Houfe of Parliament. 
Thore are in the account books fome charges for publifliing thi^ 
iMiec of Mr. Barlow, and the thanks of this Society* 

Madeaathen produced a paper^ found upon AdailiS) indiioh ia 
a letter to Adams from Sheffield, dated die fifteenth of October, 
'79*^ figncd— " The Editors of the Patriot." It is a very 
loogldten It complaina of no anfwer having been fimt» vdictv 
ihcfr applied to the donftitutiooal Society before; and it goe» 
iotD:* vtnry/ kmg detail of die moft proper methods of what tfaeyi 
call enUghtaiin^ the mindi of the people. It propoies that 
nafim fllould be the GeoeralifBmo, but that reafon ihould be 
fixnndedby apipper art ; and this proper art i& explained to be^ 
—finding; proper peribns in towns, who fliould'go round into the 
Tillages, ^utdiAould there infill into the minds o£ the peq)le thofe 
principles whkh it was fit fboMld be inoulcatod upon tbenu 
And. there iaia long. detail cf the methods by which an ignoranC 
fiirmer might be influenced-^y which a tradefman might be in« 
fl4iencrd^-*by which any countryman might be influenced^ and 
ought have his mind enlightened. Idonot think myfelf that it ii 
qyite. neceflary,to do more than to flate {6 much of the letter^ 
and to remarki upon it that^, undoubtedly, this fort of induffa-ji 
mufl have a very confiderable effed upon die minds of the 
people, and mufl be extremely capable of doing either a great 
deal of good or a great deal of harm, according- to the fubject 
iBHtter of the inftruftions which tbofe perfons were to have 
idlilled.into diem^in fochacourfe as iS'pointedout by this £d|u^ 
of the' Patriot 

Gentlemen, upon the mntb of November, 1792, at a meet^ 
iog of: tbe ConfUtutional Societyi Mr* Horne. Tooke being 

prcfent^ 
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preient, a letter by wzf of anfwcr to this Editor of dife Par 
trioc was agreed upon ; this letter was produced by Madcan^ 
who £ud he found it at Advns's, and it is proved by Mt* 
Woodfdl to hare fome words in it interlined in Mr. Horns 
Tooke's hani. There are paj(&^ in it which it will be 
necefiary Ihould be read, one in particular^ on which M great dal 
of obfenraucm has arifcn. 

[/7if v:!. I, pa£f 256.3 

Gentlemen, ths: which you are defired, on the part of di 
profccudoH) tu attw-nd to in diis letter) is that extraordinary 
paiuge — ^^ Freedom, though an inioiic, makes Herculean efFortSf 
*^ and tie vipers Monarchy and Arillccracy are panting and 
^ writhing unUw-r its grafp. May fuccefs, peace, and hapfuneft 
^ attend its efforts." The wonds need no comment^ but the 
date may perhaps be fit for you to attend to. Tliis cometf 
from the Conftitucicnil Society, and it is a letter with which 
Mr. Home Tooke is proved to have had a particular an* 
neclion, having intcriinjd pares of it^ written upon the ninth 
of November, very foon after that tranfa^on with die Na^ 
Clonal Convention of France; it is at this period that Mo- 
narchy and Ariilocracy are treated of in this Country (far it 
is in a letter to a fubjccl of this Country, upon matters re- 
ipedtng this Country) as vipers writhing and panting under diB 
Herculean efforts of freedom. 

Gentlemen, the next pper was produced by Lauzun, wUdi^ 
he fays, he found upon Hardys it is a letter from StDckport^ 
received upon the twcnty-feventh of September, and anfwend 
upon the eleventh of Odober. That letter and the aniwer I 
believe it will 6? ncceflary to read to you. 

[/7..> vsl. I, pag£S 256 and 257.^ 

Gentlemen, it- has an inconvenient elFed with refpefi ta di0 
obfervations that are to be made upon this evidence as we go 
along, that you h^ve it not laid before you cxa£Uy in chrowH 
logical order* You fee this is a correfpondence in the moodi 
of Oi^ober, and^ in truth, before the addrelles to the National 
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Convention to France had been rcfolved upon. The anftver 
alludes to the addrefles as a thing intended, and that had not 
then actually taken place ; if the papers had been read in the 
order in which the tranfadlions pafled, we ihould be able to un- 
derftand it better. It is obferved that this is a letter from the 
Society at Stockport, very far indeed advanced in Republican 
principles, from the plain tenor of their letter ; calling upon this 
Society to know what it was that they really intended, and whe* 
ther they meant to go on, and fuggefting pretty ftrongly that 
diey could not go on with a Houfe of Lords, or with the Bifhops, 
dcfiring to know what it wa$ they intended to do, and, as it 
fi^ems to me, for the firft time diftindUy propofmg this idea of a 
Convention in England, that the evil was to be done away at 
once by the people aifembled in Convention. 

This Society, thus called upon, had various opportunities of 
explaining their condu£i, in a way that could not poITibly be 
mifunderftood ; that every body might know what it was that 
they really aimed at. You obferve that the letter in anfwer 
(after general civilities) proceeds as follows — ^^ With regard 
•* to our publications, our fentiments are expreffed in as ftrong 
" terms as prudence will permit, yet plain enough, we imagine, 
•* to convince die public that while we expect every thing from 
^ an honeft and an Annual Parliament; nothing fhort of fuch 
«* a Senate, chofen by the whole nation, will fatisfy us." 

• As far as prudence will permit, — why did not prudence per- 
mit them to fpeak out more explicitly, if they meant fairly and 
honeftly to the Country. They fay they fpeak plain enough to 
convince the public, that whilft they expert every thing from 
an honeft and an Annual Parliament, nothing (hort of fuch a 
Senate, chofen by the whole nation, will (atisfy them. 

I have profefled myfelf, during the whole courfe of this en- 
quiry, very unwilling to hold people to mere expreffions. If 
one was to put a ftriA conftru£tion upon this expreilion, it 
amounts to this, that nothing will fatisfy them but a Senate 
chofen by the whole nation — a Senate chofen by the whole na- 
tion includes the whole Parliament, and yet poilibly that might 
not be the intention) if it was not the intention, it was very 
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tinguardedly exprefled. Then they notify their intention tQ 
make this addrcfs to the National Convention> and dien diere 
are thefe extraordinary words-^^ Without entering into the 
^ probable efieds of fuch a meafiire, efieds which your So- 
^' ciety will not fail to difcover, we invite you to join 11% and to 
^ that end herewith you have a copy of our intended addrefsL'^ 
What could be the eiFeds of that meafure which that Society 
was to difcover refpefling an application in any courfe dot 
could be imagined to the Commons Houfe of Parliament—* 
what efFcd could an application to the National Convention ia 
France have upon fuch a meafure^ if you are to underftand that 
this is not what they meant, but that they meant to eftablifli 
what was before exprefled> a full and entire Senate, chofeii by 
the people, then the effect of an addreis to the National Con- 
vention of France, might be a thing of confideraUe coo&* 
quencc, and might be that effe& which thofe perlbns, with the 
fentimcnts which they entertained, might difcover. Thefc are 
obfervations that do certainly ariie upon this letter, and upoa 
the anfwer to it. 

Gendemen, thefe two letters having been read, diey next 
read a letter from Norwich, of the deventh of November, 1792, 
and the draft of an anfwer to that letter, dated upon the 
twenty-fixdi, and referring to that letter of the eleventh. I 
believe it will be necefiary that this ktter, and the aoTwcry 
(hould be read. 

[Fldf V9l. I, page 257.] 

Gendemen, I think the material obfervation that trifet opn 
diefe two letters is, when this extraordinary queftkxi ms di« 
re£dy propofed, that no diicSt anfwer was returned i cue flwiiU 
have imagined that men who were really and truly attached l» 
the Monarchy of the Countr}-— attached to the Cooftitutioii of 
the Country, in King, Lords and Commons, and had notfaim 
but a Reform in the Commons Houfe of Parliament to wifli kh 
and to aim at, would have found no difficulty, whether Atf 
knew this Society, or did not know them, in proclaimiiy to 
theoit and to the world, a dkcA negative upoo that queffiM 
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when aflced whether dicy meant to rip up Monarchy by dia 
roots, and place Democracy in its ftead. How to account for 
that is difficult, but it is for your conflderation. Here I think 
they clofed the evidence of 1792, as far as refpefls the proceed- 
ings of the Conftitutional Society. 

Upon the eighteendi of January, 1793, Mr. Tooke being 
^fefent, a perfon by the defcription of Citizen St. Andre was 
admitted an honorary member, and defcribed as one of th&. 
moH judicious and enlightened friends of human liberty; and 
that refolution has an interlineation in Mr. Horne Tooke*s hand- 
writing. 

On the twenty-fifth of January Aere was a meeting, at 
vrfiich Mr. Horne Tooke was prefent, when two other perfons^ 
by die defcription of Citizen Barrere and Citizen Roland, alfo 
defcribed in the fame manner, each of them as one of the moft 
judicious and enlightened friends of human liberty, were admitted 
honorary members, and this admiffion is ordered to be proclaimed 
to the world by publication. 

Upon the firft of February, 1793, Mr. Horne Tooke being 
prefent, certain fpeeches which had been made by two of thofe 
perfons, St Andre and Barrere, as given in the Gazette Na-» 
tkMiale, or the Moniteur of Paris, on the fourth, fixdi, and 
feventh of January, 1793, are ordered to be inferted in the 
books of the Society ; and that refolution is ordered to be pub« 
iifhed. 

It appears from the whole of the context, that thofe perfons 
who were thus admitted honorary members of the Society, were 
^Minbers of the National Convention in France ; and that the 
fpeeches referred to were made in the courfe of the trial of the 
SLii^ of France ; and as curious things they would be inter- 
rtfting to every body, and might find a place in every man's 
lihrary ; but what could be the motive for pointing diefe out to 
llie public in this manner, by ordering the refolution to be 
piibliflied, which direSs the public attention to the fpeeches 
fliMie upon thofe days by diofe perfons, and where they were to 
be found is a fubje£l of obfervation, when you come to fee 
irittt tbofe ipeecbes are. They were made by thofe who were 
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for dealing fevcrely with the King of France in the courfe of 
that trial ; and one of the fixrcches goes to deftroy the idea of 
the inviolability of KingF, the other to give an explanation of a 
National Convention, as a thing inherent in the Conftitudon 
of that Country, and of every County, which undoubtedly b 
calculated to reconcile men's minds who might be unwilling tf 
violate the Conftitution of their Country, and who might be 
very willing to adopt a National Convention, if they could be 
fat.sfied that it was a Conftitutional mcafurc. Thefe are the fort 
of publications which are thus pointed out to the attention of 
the public, and with what view, for what purpofe, and upon 
what principles they could be fo pointed out, is entirely for 
your confidcration ; you will hear them read, becauie they da 
appear to be material, and confiderable ftrefs was laid upon 
them on the part of the profecution. 

[Fide vol. I, pa^e 261.} 

Gentlemen, the next piece of evidence was the proceedings 
of the Society of the fifteenth of March, 1793, a Mr. Gay, of 
Dukc-llreet, St. James's, was propof.d by Mr. Home Tookc 
as a member ; at that meeting there were thanks voted to Jod 
Barlow and JohnFroft; and as to Froft in particular, it was 
faid their regard was not leffened, but encreafed by the profip- 
cutions and pcrfecutions which his faithful and due difchsDgeof 
their commiiTion, in prefenting their addrefs to the Convention of 
France, may bring upon him. This, on the part of the pro- 
fecution, they inftfl upon to be an unqualified approbation of all 
that Froft did upon prefenting their addrefs, and by vluch 
they make themfelves refponfible for the language he held. 

Upon the twcnty-fecond of March there was another meedif^ 
and then a letter from the London Correfponding Society was rcad^ 
informing the Conftitutional Society that two peribns, of the naiMt 
of Cirant and Littlejohn, who had been ailbciated mennbers from die 
Lojidon Correfponding Society, to the Conftitutional Society, hi 
been excluded from their own Society, and dierefbre that tfcey 
did not confider them as proper perfons to be aflbciated to At 
Conftitutional Society-. The confequence is the Canftitutiooal 
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Society defire theni to ele<Sl oth^Ts; they do cleft Margaret and 
Hai-dy, who accept, it, and they a6t in the office of Stewards for 
the Anniverfary Dinner. 

The^ next is a paper found upon Adams, which pur- 
ports to be a letter from the United Political Societies at Nor- 
ftrich to the Conftitutional Society ; the letter was read in the 
Society, but the cojifideration of it was poftponed. Mr. Tooke- 
was not then prefent. Upon the twenty-ninth Mr^Tooke was 
not prefent, it was further poftponed. Upon the fifth of April, 
Mr. Tooke being prefent, it was further poftponed to the next 
meeting, and Mr. Froft dcfircd to prepare an anfwer. Upon 
the twelfth of April, Mr. Tooke being prefent, the letter- 
was read, and the anfwer was alfo read, and agreed to, and 
direfted to be fejit by the Secretary. That letter and anfwer 
niuft be read. 

[Fide V4L I, page 263.] 

Gentlemen, one material ufe to be derived from this letter 
is, that it feems to fix pretty nearly the period about which 
thefe two Societies, the London Conftitutional and the London 
Correfponding Society, propofed to any of their correfpondents 
the idea of a Convention to be held here. The letter from the 
Norwich Society afFords fome obfervations, doubtlefs, upon the 
nature of the Convention, as they underftood it It (ays— < 
** Oh, that that period were arrived" — which does not look like 
a Convention of the people, for the mere purpofe of a Re- 
form in Parliament The anfwer to it from the Conftitu- 
tional Society appears to me to be a guarded one, and to afford 
no juft obfervation, that out of it is to be colleded, that ^ 
Convention of another defcription was then in the contempku- 
tion of that Society, for it fpeaks of a dep^juture from the 
mixed Government, it fpeaks of the means of reftoring the 
Government by correding the defeds in the reprefentation, and 
by correding the extenfion of the duration of Parliaments, an4 
that) dierefore, in the fair conftrudion of the letter, is the ob* 
ytSt to which the Convention which they fpeak of ought, if 
Aerp is npthing to the. contrary, to be undorftppd to i:efeis. 
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'Thcrte arc certainly warm and eager expreffidns in the ktteri 
which afford fome obfervations againft this idea that I am now 
ftating, but, perhaps, hardly ftrong enough to change the na- 
ture of this Convention, as they exprefs it in diis letter. They 
fey — ^ That we have no longer that mixed Government whidi 
** our adverfaries are pnufmg, when they know it is no longer 
<^ in our pofleffion, are fads notorious and indifputable, where 
** then are we to look for the remedy — ^to that Parliament of which 
" we complain — to the executive power which is implicitly 
<' obeyed, if not anticipated in that Parliament, or to ourfelves 
" reprefented in fome meeting of Delegates, for the efpecial 
** purpofe of Reform, which we fuppofe you underftand bv 
« the term Convention." Regularly it is to that Parliament 
and to the executive power, and it is only to them, diat that 
applicaiion is to be made, and only by them that the relief could 
be obtained ; but yet they might underftand that the way to 
obtain relief even from them, was to exert themfelves in the 
fhape of a Convention, and I do not fee myfelf that there is 
any thing in that letter, upon which an obfervation can be made 
which will warrant the underftanding the Convention men- 
tioned in that letter in another fenfe ; it is an expreffion which 
may very well mean a Convention of the people, for the pur- 
pofe of obtaining relief in Parliament, without being under- 
ftood to be a Convention intended to ufurp die powers of Go* 
vernment. 

They next read a draft of a letter, of Hardy's, to Ac 
Friends of the People in Edinburgh, dated the feventecnth of 
May, 1793, which, with Skirving's anfwer, were found 'it 
Hardy's by Lauzun; that letter may deferve your atttnti<gj 
therefore that letter, and the anfwer, muft be read, 

[rtde vol I, pages 264 and 265.] 

Gentlemen, it is a finall circumftance in this cafo^ that dds 
letter from Skirving was produced in confequence of aii.Ofcr« 
ture made to him by Hardy, becaufe Hardy ftandsacquidtfs 
but the letter from Skirving is very fit for ferious confidetatioOi 
becaufe they &y, on die part of die profecufigiii thtt tUs kntr 
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opens the true nature of that Convention which had exifted in 
Scx>tland before the date of that letter, and had, in the terms of 
the letter, been already organized, and did afterwards, in hS:^ 
meet. The letter is couched in myfterious terms ; it is of a very 
doubtful comfdexion, not very eafy to be underftood : but it is 
extremely difficult to confine it to the idea of a Convention^ 
for the mere purpc^e of foliciting a Parliamentary Reform ; 
and undoubtedly it ferves to throw a ftrong light upon that Con-* 
vention, as it was originally framed, and as it afterwards ap* 
peared, when it got to its full growth, as it appeared at the time 
when it was difperfed. 

The next evidence is the proceedings of the Conftitutional 
Society, upon the twenty-eighth of June, when Mr. Horne 
Tooke was prefent. A Committee was appointed to prepare an 
addrcfs to the Britifh Nation; I underftand the crofs-cxamina- 
tion of Mr. Tooke to have eftablifhed that, in point of feft, no 
fuch addrefs was prepared, and, if I am right, no obfervation, 
at prefent, need be made upon that piece of evidence. Mr. 
Tooke and Mr. Yorke were infirufted to prepare it, but I ap- 
prehend ft was not prepared. 

• The next piece of evidence was a paper produced by Lau- 
zun, found at Hardy's, importing to be a letter from the poli- 
tical Societies at Norwich, to Hardy. The latter part of that 
letter feems to deferve attention. You will hear the letter and 
the anfwer read. 

[f^ide vol I, page 265.] 

• The ufe which feems intended to be made of thefe letters, is 
to fhew you, that after the petition to Parliament had failed, thefc 
perfons began to entertain notions very violent and eager, and 
which feem to exprefs a refolution to obtain by force, that which 
they could not otherwife obtain. The paflages, in the an- 
fwer to Ais letter firom Norwich, which import this, are the al^ 
fiinmce-^ That the firmnefs, difplayed by the Society, is not 
^ confined to words, but that, on every occafion, they will be 
^ found fbremoft in aflerting and recovering die liberties of their 
« Couotrj." In ilbfi iccommendadon to diefe people orderly 
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and couragcoufly preparing thcmfelves for the event — ^ For as it 
** is natural to fuppofc that thofe who now prey on the public, will 
" not willingly yield up their enjoyments, nor re-poflefs us of our 
" rights without a ftruggle, which, by their behaviour in Ire- 
« land, we have fome reafon to think they arc meditating, aiul 
« perhaps may intend to effc£b, by means of thofe very foreign 
" mercenaries, who are now paid by the fweat of our brow, and 
'^ whom, under fome plaufible pretence, it would be no difficult 
« matter to land on our fhore; it may be more advantageous to 
" humanity, to fhew th?m, at firft, that their opponents are 
** neither mob nor rabble, but an indignant, opprefled people, 
** in whom is not entirely extinft the valour of their fore- 
«* fathers." 1 his has a pretty plain reference to force, if force 
Ihould become neccflary. 

Gentlemen, the next is a paper found upon Adams, purport- 
ing to be a letter, dated from Edinburgh, the fifth of OSober, 
1793, from a perfon of the name of Callender, to Hardy; it 
may be read, becaufe there is a paflage in it that feemed to me 
rather to be likely to be of fome ufe to the prifoner; where he b 
fpeaking of the purpofes of the aflbciation, or Convention, or 
by whatever name it was to be called, then began at Edinburgh, 

[fide vol. I, page 266.] 

This letter is of fome ufe likewife to open the nature of tbit 
Convention, and to fhew how it was calculated, gradually, to 
cncreafe to an indefinite number of members. 

Mr. Home Tooke is put down as being prefent when diis 
letter was read, but it appeared, by the evidence of Adams, diat 
he was not prefent. 

There was aji extraordinary general meeting on the twenty- 
eighth of October, Mr. Horne Tooke was not prefi^nt They 
read an addrefs, figned by Skirving, and refolved to fend Dde- 
gates to the enfuing Convention, to be held in Edinburgh, tx 
promoting a Reform in Parliament ; they refolved that two mem- 
bers of this Society be eleded as Delegates to the iaid Coovta- 
tion ; Henry Yorke, Charles Sinclair, and John Richter were 
propofcd i Sinclair and Yorke were elected Delegates j Sindsin 
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being prcfcnt, accepted of the office of one of the Delegates; 
and they refolved, that if either Henry Yorke, or Charles Sin- 
clair, be prevented from accepting the Delegation, then John 
Richter was to be admitted in his room. 

The next evidence is a paper produced by Scott, found upon 
Skirving, and it is the minutes of the BritiQi Convention. 
They began with reading the fifth day's fitting, at which time 
the perfons, that were affembled at this Convention, aflumed the 
ftyle of, " The Britifli Convention of the Delegates of the People, 
aflociated to obtain Univerfal Suffrage and Annual Parliaments," 
Upon the ninth day there was a refolution for the Convention 
to rcfolve itfelf into a Committee, and a blank was left in the 
minutes for a refolution which was come to ; and this further 
obfervation arifes upon the tranfadlions of that day — ^that the 
minute expreffes that it is the HoN/e that refolves itfelf into a 
Committee. Mr. Scott then proved another paper found upon 
Sinclair, a refolution that had been left in blank in the minutes, 
which I before took notice of i that relblution it will be proper 
to read. 

[FiJe vol. I, page 268.] 

What was to be done, Gentlemen, at this permanent fitting 
t>f this Convention, to be held upon the appointment of a Se- 
cret Committee, in fome fecret place, on the different emergen- 
cies that are there defcribed, is certainly not expreffed, but muft 
be colleded from all the ciicumftances ; and it will be material 
to confider whether diere be ground to coUeft, that all that was 
intended to be done, in that place, was to apply to Parliament 
for relief in the particular cafes fuggefted, which would apply to 
every thing, but the cafe of an invafion ; in the cafe of an inva- 
iion, it h a little difficult to comprehend of what ufe fuch a 
meeting could be. If, on the other hand, you colled from this 
refolution, that this was to be a meeting which was to ufe force, 
in either of the cafes pointed out, it has a very material and 
weighty cffed in another view of the cafe; it is darkly ex- 
preffed, and you muft form your own judgment upon it, under 
all the circumftances of the cafe, as well as you can. They go 
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cm to refolve, ^^ That z Committee be appointed to draw up a 
^ declaraiion of the natural, unalienable, and imprefcriptiblc 
^ rights of man, to be prefixed to an addrefs to the people of 
** Cireat-Britain." It does not appear whether that was ever 
drawn up ; probably the difperfion of this Convention, on the 
fourteenth day, prevented it. To thofe who are acquainted with 
the hiftory of the proceedings of the National Convention of 
France, this fort of refolution has an alarming afpe<^ 

They then read the proceedings of the tenth day, and then 
they date ** Convention-hall, the firft year of the Briti(h Conven- 
tion." This is a very extraordinary affumption, if it be refer- 
able to a private meeting of fubjcds, meaning to obtain Parlia- 
mentary Reform in a regular courie; it is that formal ftyk 
which belongs to a public allembly, and, indeed, to a public af- 
fembly aSing for the Government j but then this may be ta- 
nity, and folly, and nonfcnfe, and, as fuch, taken under all the 
circumftances, may defer ve no attention ; or it may be a very 
material circumftance, added to other circumftances in die cafe, 
marking what were the objeds of this meeting ; it does require 
an explanation, in fome manner or other, becaufe it is a fort 
©f thing not to be found in the private affemblies of any indi- 
viduals, aflcmblcd for any regular purpofes that can be ima-. 
gincd. * 

Upon the eleventh day's fitting there is another aflfiedatio» 
of the manners of the French Convention, for they give " die 
honours of the fitting" to fome perfon who was there. The 
Secretary upon this day read a motion for publiftiing the fl#> 
riral, unalienable, and imprcfcriptible rights of man, which was 
ordered to be referred to the Committee of Union. TTierc wtt 
then a motion for drawing out a fcroll of a petition to Parliai- 
mrnt, that fecmed to be what was more immediately the 
biirmefs of this meeting, according to the reprefentation of it, 
that is made in favour of it, hut "the order of the day" waspK 
upon that. The order of the day would have been a thing un» 
known to usy without the explanation diat we have from the 
ccurfc of the proceedings in the National Convention of France; 
tfiere the order of .the day, put upon a motioiH means nothing 
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more than a manner of pronouncing a negative. There are, in 
the regular cftablifliments of our Conftitution, very frequently 
orders of the day, which, being called for, have a priority ; but 
it docs not at all appear, that in this cafe, there was .my other 
bufinefs which had been appointed for that day, which was to 
have the priority; and, in the way this was put an end to, they 
feem to have adopted, the cant-words that have been ufed in 
France. 

Upon the twelfth day they enter into a debate of the compa^- 
rative merit of the title of" gendeman" and " citizen,** and they 
prefer to ufe the word citizen. 

Upon the thirteenth day they began to apprehend that they 
fliould be difperfed ; and then there is a refolution — ** That the mo- 
^ ment of any illegal difperfion of the prefent Convention, (hall 
** be confidered as a fummons to the Delegates, to repair to the 
** place of meeting appointed for the Convention of Emergency 
** by the Secret Committee ; and that the Secret Committee 
•* be inftrudted to proceed, without delay, to fix the place of 
•* the meeting." 

They then, on behalf of the prifoner, called for the proceed- 
ings of the twenty-firft of November, and, undoubtedly, they 
throw an air of ridicule upon the proceedings of this Conven- 
tion. It fpeaks of fifteen (hillings being received from fix vifi- 
tors; propofesa general coliedion to be made; Callender and 
Scott were appointed colledlors ; four pounds five (hillings and 
eight-pence was drawn, as they call it, of which there were two 
bad (hillings, which are dedufted from this fum. There was 
nineteen and three-pence colleded at the door, and a (hilling 
more ; this, I diink, was all diat was read of thefe proceedings 
«f the Scotch Convention. 

They then read the proceedings of the Conftitutional Society 
«f the tendi of January, 179+5 when Mr. Home Tooke was 
pre(eiit* Mr. Sinclair's letter, and the fubfequent proceedings 
l>f the Convention^ were ordered to be taken into confideration 
on the Friday following, at a general meeting. On Friday, the 
ieventeenth of January, there was another meeting, when Mr. 
Horiie Tooke was io tfao chair. There HM a r^ution come 
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to, which was voted to be publiihed -, that is of importance^ and 
you muft hear it read. 

IflJe vol, I, page 270.] 

Gentlemen, you obferve that thefe refolutions import an un- 
qualified approbation of the proceedings of this Scotch Con- 
vention, and alfo do allude, intelligibly enough, to a refolution 
to refort, if it fhould become neceflary, to force, for the reco- 
very, of what is underftood to be, their rights. It Is to be ob- 
ferved upon this, that Mr. Home Toolce was in the chair when 
the two fir ft refolutions were voted, and that he left the chair 
afterwards, when Gerald took the chair ; whether Mr. Tooke 
abfolutcly retired, docs not appear by the evidence, one way or 
other : he certainly was not in the chair. 

The next is a paper found upon Adams, which imports to be 
a letter from Hardy, and, among other purpofes, to give notice 
ot an aimivcrfary dinner of the London Correfponding Society, 
upon the twentieth of January ; and he alfo fends copies of an 
indiclment againft Margarot, in Scotland. 

Upon the twenty-fourth of January, 1 7 94, Mr. Home 
Tookc was prcfcnt, and Martin being prefcnt, there is a motion 
that the Addrcfs of the London Correfponding Society (hall be 
infcj ted in the books of this Society, it will be neceflary that that 
fliould be read. It was obferved, on the part of the prifoner, 
Mr. Home Tooke, that the Addrefs that was ordered to be en- 
tered, has no date given to it hi the refolution 5 that therefore 
there is no knowing exaflly what Addrefs was referred to ; that 
is for your confideration, the fadl being that this is a tranla£tioQ 
upon the twenty- fourth, and that upon the twentieth, at the 
Globe Tavern, there was an addrefs of the London Corre* 
fpouding Society agreed upon, which was of an extraordinary 
nature, and muft have been, at that time, extremely well knoiitm, 
and the fubjed of convcr(ation ; and, unlefs the contrary ap- 
pcuri^, I (hould imagine you will not find much difficulty in fup« 
pofmg that that ym the Addrefs which is there dcfcribcd, , 

[f^ide V9l. I, page 273.] 
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* Gentlemen, Mr. Maclean then produced a paper found at 
Adams's, which is proved by Mr. Woodfall to be the hand- 
writing of Mr. Tooke ; that paper is a minute of thefe rcfolu- 
tions. With regard to all that part of the paper which contains 
remarks upon the King's fpcech, it certainly has no immediate 
reference to this particular cafe ; and therefore, though it is im- 
poflible not to difapprove extremely of* it, and to lament that 
fuch liberties fliould be taken, upon any occafion, with a iolemn 
acl of Stnte, which the King's fpecch in Parliament is, yet it 
ought not to influence beyond its proper bearing s and it does 
not feem to me to have any influence to prejudice the prifoner^ 
Mr. Home Tooke, upon tlie prefent enquiry. It was wrong, no 
doubt, but it does not apply directly to this cafe : why it fliould 
have been publiftied, in this manner, fo anxioufly, together 
with that Addrefs of the London Correfponding Society, is very 
inexplicable. The faft was fo, and here is a formidable refo- 
lution, that forty thoufand copies of this Addrefs, Speech^ and 
Refolution, fliould be publiflied upon one flieet of paper. Yon 
find, in the evidence, fome reafon to doubt whether they did al- 
ways publifli copies quite to the extent of the refolutions pafled. 
Upon the refolution this appears to be a very anxious difperfioa 
of that Addrefs, and of thofe other papers. 

Gentlemen, the next witnefs is James Davidfon ; he lays he 
is a printer ; that, before the twentieth of January, he was ap- 
plied to to print the Addrefs, and that he had printed the copy of it, 
wh5ch is now produced, by the order of Mr. Thclwall, and that 
copy was found in the pofleflion of Adams, and this is the Ad- 
drefs of the twentieth of January, at the Globe Tavern, which 
has not before been read to you, but which muft now be read. 

[Fide voL I, page 275.] 

Gentlemen, there are but few ob(ervations to be fubmitted to 
jou at prefent upon this paper ; you have heard it read, and there 
18 nothing equivocal in the expreflions, till you come to that 
which feems to be the refult of the whole of the refolutions, 
namely, ^ That there is no redrefs for a Nation, circumftanced 
^ as we are, but in a fair, free, and full reprefentation of the 
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^ people.*' Now the fhort queftion, diat is fubmitted to yaar 
judgment^ upon that is — ^Do thefe people fpeak of a redrefs to 
be obtained by a fiill, fair, and firee reprefentation of the people^ 
who have faid, that there is no redrefs to be had from the laws; 
who have (hid, that they muft feek redrefe from tfaemfelves ; that 
they cannot have grapes from thorns, nor figs from thiftles ? — 
Can they mean to have that full, fair, and free rcprefentation of 
the people by any courfe of law, or in any ordinary courfe of 
the Government and Conftitution of the Country; or muft they • 
neceiTarlly be underftood to mean that they will have that fair, 
full, and free rcprefentation of the people by their own force, 
and by their own ftrength, independent of the Laws and die 
Conftitution of the Country ? 

Gentlemen, the next is a paper found upon Adams, dated 
the twenty-fourth of January, 1794, which purports to be a 
letter from Hardy, as Secretary of the London Correfponding 
Society, fignifying, that by order of the Society, he tranfmitted 
to them copies of their late publication ; that is the Addrefs of the 
twentieth of January ; you recollcfl the paper read was found 
upon Adams. 

William Walker is then called to prove the hand-writing of 
one John Martin, in a letter addrefTed to Margarot, at the ToV- 
booth, Edinburgh, which letter bears date the twenty-(econd of 
January, 1794. In this letter he fpeaks of the meeting of die 
twentieth, and of himfclf being in the chair : he gives an ac* 
count how every thing pafled, and of another general meeting 
being intended, for the purpofe of obtaining a fubfcription ibr 
the pcrfons in prifon in Scotland; there are a great many indecent 
and infolent obfervations, upon a circumftance which happened 
when the King was returning from the Parliament Houfe: he 
iays, I could write ftrange things, but he forbears, and mentions 
that a perfon of the name of Gay, whom he calls, citizen Gay, 
iays more than I dare write. I do Hot find that there is any 
other explanation attempted of that paflfage, than that there was 
a perfon of the name of Gay, of Duke-ftreet, Weftminftefy 
propofed as a member df the Conftitutlonal Society by Mr* 
Tooke ; but as to whether fucb a perfon was propofed, or not 
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propofed, or who, or what he was, if he fays what tlils nuni 
dare not write, it does not feem to amount to any thing ; and I 
hardly think it is neceiTary that you (hould hear this letter of 
the twenty-fecond of January, 1794, read: I wifli to avoid, if 
poflible, a repetition of the ribaldry that is in it, refpe£^ing the 
perfon of the King, perhaps it may be as well that it (hould not 
be read, ujilefs defired by the Counfel on either fide. 

The next piece of evidence is a paper produced by Wal(K, 
found in the pofTeflion of one Saint, at Norwich ; it is a letter 
addrefled to Mr. Charles Corbel!, by St. Mary's Church, Nor* 
wich, dated the eleventh of January, 1794, figned I'homas 
Hardy ; that letter muil be rea^ 

[ride vol, I, page 277.] 

The material pafiage in this letter is this — ^ Now is the 
^ time for us to do fomething worthy of men ;" and then bjr 
way of fbme explanation of what that fomething ibould be, he 
goes on to fay, " the brave defenders of liberty, fouth of the 
•* Englifli Channel, are performing wonders, driving their eiie- 
" mies before them, like chaff before the whirlwind." Now 
whether he means to drive the enemies before him, as the de- 
fenders of liberty did on the fouth of the £ngli(h Channel, or 
no, you muft coUedl ; he does not tell us what it is that he 
means (hould be done. There is a pa(rage in the latter part of 
ity which is only a ftroke of malignity, and not worth paying 
any attention to, that is recommending a method oi brewing 
beer that will operate two ways — to (ave his friends money, and 
ft> be a diminution of the revenue. 

WaUh dien produced another paper, dated the twenty-eightb 
of January, from Hardy, to a perfon in St. Mary's, Norwich, 
in which there are paflTages of pretty mudi die iame nature wilb 
the laft ; that muft be read. 

[f^iJe vol. I, page 277.] 

Gentlemen, we return to the proceedings of the Cpnfiitf^ 

tional Society. Upon the feventh of February, 1794, Mr. Home 

Tooke being prefent, it was moved, (hat a circular letter 
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ihould be fcnt to each member, with a (latement of the cafe of 
Sinclair, in order to folicit a fubfcription for him* Maclean, 
produced a paper found at Adams's, and it appears by Mr. 
Woodfiiirs evidence, that this, which is a rough draft of the 
rcfolution, has Mr. Tooke^s hand to parts of it, and it was 
moved by Mr. Tookc ; the letter is figned John Home Tookci 
it muft be read. 

[f^idi vol. I, page 278.J 

Gentlemen, obfon'ations upon this letter arc made to you ca 
both fides. On the part of the profecution, they ftate, that this 
unqualified approbi^tion of Air. Sinclair's conduct, brings home to 
Mr. Home Tookc all the proceedings in Scotland — imports 
bis entire afTent to th;;fii proceedings j and produces a d-jgrec of 
refponfibility for them. C^n the other hand, they fey that this is 
too much to be inferred, becaufe the great objeft was to folicit 
a fubfcription for Sinclair, which fubfcription might well be foli- 
cited, by a perfon who thought he had fuffered, without the per- 
fon who folicited the fubfcription approving of all that he had 
done, which had brought on thofc fufFc rings ; that I think is 
hardly to be allowed to be a juft obfervation upon the evidence ; 
becaufe it was not neceflary to declare, that he had conduced 
himfelf in a manner that was fatisfadtory to the Socie^, unkfs 
they really approved of his conduft ; then a further obfervatioD 
2uifes upon it, which is, that as fer as is to be colleded from this 
letter, the writer of it, and the Society who directed it to be 
written, underftood all thefe proceedings in Scotland, to have 
bad the diftind^ obje6t in view of a Parliamentary Reform, and 
no more; and this letter concludes with fuppofing, that that 
was, and is, the obje£t which they mean to purfue ; whether 
tha< is the genuine fenfe of thefe perfons, or whether it was pro- 
per that the letter (hould be conceived in thefe terms, confiftcnt 
with the general plan of the bufinefs then in agitation, is for joa, 
to collet, from the whole cffcSt of the evidence. I only ftate 
to you how they put the obfervation on both fides. 

Gentleme>i;i, the next piece of evidence is die proceedings of 
die fourteenth of February, Mr. Home Tooke being then ia 
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die dnr 1 but I tfiink that relates only to this letter, which 
Ivas then ordered to be iigned by the chairman, and printed^ 
and fent to the members of the Society. On the feventh of 
IMarch there was a meeting of the Conftitutional Society, Mr* 
Home Tooke prefent, vfhcn they read a letter from Sinclair ; 
and diey refolved diat the fum of twenty guineas be paid to 
him at Edinburgh ; and that the fum of ten pounds, having 
been paid to Sinclair by Williams, that the Secretary repay 
Williams. 

They then read a letter from Margarot to the Norwich Societies, 
dated die twenty-fourth of November^ ^793 5 which was found 
Upon Saint ; in which he gives fome hiftory of thefe Edinburgh 
proceedings ; and it will be proper, I think, diat you {bould 
bear that read; 

[FiJe vol. I. pagi 283. J 

The u(e they made of this paper was principally to (hew the 
nature of this Convention ; but the circumftance mentioned 
laft, namely, that the greateft hopes were from the Country — ' 
from Scotland^ where the writer then was, may be worthy of 
oUenration i becaufe the number of the people, who were fup- 
fOkd to entertain diis opinion for Parliamentary Reform ; and to 
be engaged in thefe Societies, if once brought into adion, might 
be a very coniiderable body of people ; and extremely capable 
of producing a very great effe^ upon the Government of the 
Gountryi ^ 

The neKt piece of evidence was a letter of the feCond of De-* 
cember, from Gerald and Margarot, to Hardy; which was 
produced by Gurnell; it relates to a propofition which had 
been made, for their returning from Scotland as foon as the- 
bufinels of the Convention was over } it fpeaks of the neceiSty 
of one or both remaining there) that they were to vifit the 
diflbrent Societies, and endeavour to conneA them all with this 
Society ) and that it was therefore of great cOnfequence that they 
fliould not be removed, both of them ; it fpeaks of the Conven* 
tion going on with great fpirit, and of the refolution that they 
bad come to, that they were to afiemble by order of a Secret Com* 
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fhlnttj ifi tbe drcamftmoes thacare exprtBeAinAt rt&Maikik 
Spak% of Sinclair as if he wias abandoned by his own Socictj. TUi 
g6c8 to (heW) that the ConiBtutional Society did bm appev lolfat 
Tcry hearty in the bofineft of that delegation* 

Gentkmen^ the next evidence is a letter found wptm Saitfi 
dated Spithead) the tenth of Mareh, >794^ from Margarot » 
Kis fticnds kt Norwich. It fjpeaks of the Frendi flees bciig 
iKut, as a Ajbje£i of CitisEyfiiiMi ; and exhorts them to psr-* 
dvere; and dates hLs own Feiblution to perlibvere ia .dK cauft 
they were engaged inw 

Then Aiacfoan produces a paper found al Adams's, Aid dis 

fwcntj-ufixth of May, 1797, but probably it means 179a; it 

h a letter from AOiton, who was Secretary to the Sheffidd 

S^ociety.'to Adams, in anfwcr to a letter of Adams*s» writtai 

i!pon the third of that month ; it fpcaks oTthc Society for Con- 

fr*tutionaI Information, having accepted tweWe members beak 

Sheffield, to be aflbeiated to then ; it congratolates the Socxty 

6n their enlightening the minds of the people ; it fiates fkeir 

rimiher to be incrcafed tb two thoiifand four hundred; if yotf 

rrcollcA the evidence, it is, that they at no time exceeded fix 

hundred, and a fraAion; he exprcfles himfcif, and his Society^ 

to be diflatisficd with the condud of the Society of die Eridids 

ef the People, at Free Mafons Tavern ^ and particularly dilDstis*' 

ficd with their anfwer to tiie Conftitutional Society $ it ipeikv 

^f their having thcmfelves written a letter to- the Frieiadi ef the 

People ; and that they had had no anfwer as yet; but tfaatdvy 

had received a packet from die Friends of the People^ that they 

had alfo had a packet from the Friends of the People in SMk» 

wark, which diey approved of) probably that was a padm^ 

containing that dcdaration, which had thofe excseptlonable wocdi 

in it of Rcpre&ntative GovernmeMt; it^)eak» of eorre^ioiite' 

cicjt with Manchefttr, Birmingham, and other places.;^ and cjh 

prefies the hopes the writer enoertains^ that thbfe places WHf 

now become ufeful to the caufe. Mr^ Wood&IL fla^ei^ M 

there is a word interlined in diat letter, whioh is of Mr. Hvtfl 

Tooke's hand- writing ; but it is only the word/rMR |. ja4.dMi 

•Uervotion which it occurs to me to make upon it is,, thas ihl 

paper 
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^•pcf lydng ill the fateids of die peribli Wiio would faavie reteiired 
k in the regular CoaHe> without Mr. Home Tookc's interfe* 
fence, and thcoc»rredi6nj being in a particular e)cpreffion gram^ 
■laticall J inaccurate, wbicli perhaps Mr. Home Tooke's cor« 
te& ear or eye couU not beari ' I think it i$ very likely, that 
tiiia altentfon of the Word from might have been nude by Mr* 
Tookei after the letter had got into^die hands of Adams i 
land that he had been amufing hioiTdf with making better £ng^ 
Itfii of it dum it was before i beyond which it does not appear 
t9 me that any obfenradcm can £urly be prefled againft Mff« 
Tookci 

Lausun tben produted a paper found at Hardy's, of the fourdi 
9f March, 1793 ; whidi is the draft of a letter from the 
Wndon Corrcfponding Society, upon the fubjcd of petitioning 
Parliament ; he exprefles himfelf as conveying the fenfe of that 
Society s that it would not produce a Reform ; but that if every 
t9Wn would take a part in it, ftill they ihould gain ground ; thii 
fuptir will be read to you. 

(P^de vol t. page 290.] 

The next is a paper, dated the tenth of June, 1793, Cgned 
byMargarotand Hardy,' direded to one Kilminfler, the Secre« 
tary to die Birmingham Society ; it fpeaks of the fatisfadion 
ihe Society have, in receiving a letter from Birmingham, which 
M* not underftood to be fo well ^StOxA to them % and there it 
Ofte 0xpre/fi<m in it, for which it mud be read, diat the Nero's 
^vould be forced to yield to the juft demand of a long and ibrc 
t^iiflld people. 

^ [yidi vol X. page 290.] 

Theynextread a letter from Hardy, dated the JthofOfto- 
hfXy X793) which was found among Skirving's papers, at Edin- 
lirgh s it propofes to him, to recommend to the London Cor- 
ffeQmiding Society, to fend Delegates to the Britifh Ccmvention, 
it Edinburgh ; it ftates, that he had communicated the idea of 
ite Brififli Convention to Margarot, who very much approved 
tf It I but diat he had nientioned it to nobody elfe; he wiihed 
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Skirring to write in crfkial kttcrto die Society $ but to bke n$ 
nodce of the letter which Hardy had written to him; and-h0 
had no doubt but that Dd^tB would be lent. Tliis w»a 
very material letter in the fiirmer trial; nodiing now turns upon 
the manner and ft vie of it ; but it feems probable, that the o&i 
cafion of the Delegates being fent from Englandf was dw origi* 
nJ application to die London Correfponding Society^ fiom 
Scotland, through the interfierence of Hardy. 

They then read a paper, found upon Skirving, purporting to 
be a certificate of Margarot's and Gerald's dd^ation. Thff 
only materia] circumftance is, that die certificate exprefles thit 
they 2re Delegates to this Convendon, for the purpoTe of ob- 
taining a Reform in the Parliamentary Rcprefentadon of die 
people of Great Britain; wrhich, upon the bet of it, docs not 
appear objectionable. 

Upon the eighth of November, 1793, at a meeting of the 
London Coiiflitudonal Society, Mr. Tooke being prefent^ let* 
tcrs were read from the Sociedes at Shefield, Leeds,, and Bir« 
iningham, in anfwer to the Secretary's letteis of the twenty- 
tii^'hrh of lad month ; thefe vren found among Adams's papers. 
The Sheffield letter will be read to jrou. 

[rid€ vol. I. page 291.] 

They read then the proceedings of the Convention in Scadmdi 
in order to (hew, diat this Matdiew Campbell Brown had wBbei 
as a Delegate from Leeds; and it did appear, by thefe proceed- 
ings, that be had fo a&d. 

l^ey then produce a letter found upon Adams, ^ from dts 
Leeds Society, dated the fifth of November, 1793, expreffing 
their iatisfedion at hearing, that ' the Confti tut ional Society hii 
fent Delegates : there feems to be nothing more in that letter, wad 
therefore it need not be read. 

Mr. Walfh then produced, from among Saint's papery iC 
Norwich, a letter, dated the twenty-diird of November, 1793b 
.from Hardy, to the Norvnch Society ; it fpeaks of the LoodoB 
Correfpojiding Societ}' having been informed of the Convcntisai 
and their having fent Delegates to it, and of the Conftitutionil 
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Society ^(o -having fimt^Ddegates, that this mcafure had difFufed 
fpirit aiid refolutioii through the Societies in Scotland, and that 
there was a profpec); of an. entire union; it alfo dates the ex- 
pecbtions of the Society) thi^ thofe to whom he was addrefling 
himfelf would join in this. grand federation ; and, I think, it was 
more for the fake of that word than any thing elfe very material, 
that this was read. 

On the lixth of December^ 1793, there was a meeting of the 
Conftitutional Society, at which Mr. Home Tooke was prcfent. 
They read a letter from Sinclair, their • Delegate, to die Con« 
vention, at Edinburgli, dated the feventh of November, and 
another dated the twelfdi of November : they refolved that tliere 
fliould be a general meeting oilled the fecond Friday in January, 
fiir. the purpofc of confidcring the important letters received 
from Sinclair ; a Committee was appointed to correfpond witll 
Kim. Mr. Home Tooke was not one of that Committee, 
t Maclean then product from Adams's papers a letter from 
Sinclair to Adams, datad the feventh of November, 1793; it 
(peaks o{ his aiding in union with the Delegates of the London 
Gorrefpondin^ Society, and it fpeaks of the fears of the Borough-* 
mongers being greater there than in England ; and it iays, if there 
were cwenty Delegates to come from England, it would produce 
three times the number from thence ; thefeexpreffions, ^ fears of the 
H.BaroughTmongers," rather (eem to&vour the idea of its being a 
Fariiameotary Reform in the Houfe of Commons, that thefe people 
iKre purfuingi becaufe that would more imm^ately afFed Bo- 
ffou^-mongers than any body elfe. It is not very eafy to recon- 
cik tbisexpreffion with a Reform of another nature, in which all 
Qoofideration of Boroughs would, as it ibould fecm, be out of 
ihB.cafe. 

They then read a letter from Sinclair, addrefied to the Con* 
ftitutional Society, of the twelfth of November, 1793, which 
^ddtres ^t Society to appoint a Secret and Sele£l Committee, • 
hp receive cominuqiciitions from him, with power to anfwer his 
letters: it fpeaks of hisb^ing upon his poft at }i)dinburgh, and 
<fcfires.thatthe.publicatiQns.of tl^e Society maybe fent down to 
bim. This hus a more ftrious afpcd, bccaufo, dcfiring a Secret 
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smd Selcd Commictee t0 be appoiotitd Id ncof Ms i 
cations, looks as if femething veiy fecret and fdeBt wu to b^ 
communicated, not coming within the notion of the proQaedii^ 
of Delegates, appointed to procure Parliamentary Reform^ inanf 
regular courfe. The next ia a letter ftom Skiiving, which pur- 
ports to be a circular letter, which was found in the hands of 
Adams; it informs the peribns to whom it was fent, diat Dele- 
gates had arrived at Edinburgh, from I«ondoii } that Delegates 
from the other Societies in England were th«i upon the raa^ 
and would foon alTo be there, to wait upon the Friends of die 
People, to eftablifli an indiflbluble union between the two Cooiip 
tries I and though the Delegates had adjourned, after having owe 
upon the firft of November, he takes upon him to rocal tfaem} 
and this is a circular letter for that purpofe: 1 think diis need not 
be read. 

Gurntll then produced a letter found in Hardy's pofleffion, aC 
the twcnty.fourth of January, 1794^ from Margaroc^ in the 
Tolbooth, to Hardy : he fays that letter is to be confidered as s 
private letter, but with liberty to fhew it to any perfan where it 
can be made ufe of: he fays the Sheffield people are more ia 
earneft dian the London people : then he mentions one ciiouou 
ftance more material ; he fays, that anned aflfociations are now 
fet on foot by the rich, why (hould not the poor do the tec. 
This man was a Delegate from Sheffield, as well as from Lon- 
don ; you rccollefl the circumftance of the Sheffield pihci hnak 
ing out, I think, in the month of March or April 1 whctha diis 
hint has any conncdlion with the circumftance of die Sfaefidi 
pikes, may be worthy of confideration : he fpeiiks Te 
he afks whether they will ftretch forth their n«ckS| like 
to the butcher's knife, and will like them bleat under k : lias 
fecms to me to be all ^at arifes upon that fetter. 

They then call one Willianis, to prove a paper produced la 
be of the hand-writing of Thelwall, who is one of tbo perftfls 
upon this Committee of Correfpondence and CoK)pcratio% 
which is the immediate ground- work of the prefont charge. It 
is a letter addrcflcd to Citizen Jack VeUams that letter it will 
be neccflary to read^ 
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. [/7^ vol. I, page 305.3 

Gcndcmen, one obfervation In favotir of the prirootr e'lght to 
be made upon this letter ; it is, that Theiwdl's &yit\g that Mr. 
Tooke partly prepared theilc refolutipo-s is not properly evidence 
to prove that fact againft Mr. Home Tooke; it proves that this 
man underftood it fo, and as againft him it is evidence, but it 
ioc^ not amount to evidence of the fad againft Mr. Tooke. 

Upon the twcnty-firft of March, 1794, there was another 
meeting of the Conftitutional Society, 'when Mr. Taokc way 
prefent ; it was then refolved unanimonfly, to write to the She& 
field Society, to thaiik them for die proper method whklk they 
had appointed for keeping the public faft : it fpeaks of the anpi- 
yerfary dinner of the Conftitutiond Society hdtxg appointfd fot 
the fecond of May^ at the Crown and Anchor ; that a pcrfen^ 
iefcribed ty them as ^ Citizen Wharton,** was to Hkt the chair s 
and that oiJier pcrfons, defcribedas citirens, were to be the Stew* 
ards. This appears 'to me to be the firft time dat the tcriii 
Cfeizen was ufed in the Conftitutiotial Society ^ and it may de^ 
ftrve your attention, Gentlemen, that, ijpon die twenty-eighth 
■tf March, 1794, at a meeting of this Society, Mr. Tockt be^ 
i^' jifefent, a letter from the London Correfponding Society Was 
c^tterifd upon the books, dated the twenty-feventh of Mardi^ 
ij^ch tranfmits the refolution of the London Corre^onding So- 
&liy for a Convention : that letter muft be read* 

'' The next was a paper found upon Adams, a lettbr from 
Hardy, tranfinitiing the names of five perfons appointed to hold 
JcpriTerenCe with the members of die Conftitational Societyj 
pamely Moore, Bairter, Thelwalt, Hodgfrn, and Lovett, 
' At a meeting of die Conftitutional Society, upon d*e fourth 
pf April, 1 79+, at whicb Mr. Tooke appears by^ the booki id 
kkve been prefent, that letter was read, ahd a Committee of 
Porrefpondence was appointed, of which Mr. Tooke was one, 
16 meet thofe perfons appointed from the Correfponding So^ 
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Upon die darentb of April, 1794, wt a meetii^, wben Mr 
Tooke was alfo dated npon die book to be.prerent9 andaUb 
Hardy, there is a report of the refult of that conference made bj 
Mr. Jojrce : that report muft be read, 

Gendemen, you wiQ reooUed, diat upon the evidence of Mr, 
Aoams it feemed to be proved, diat diough Mr, Home Tooke'f 
name is fet down as if he had been prefent at tbe appointment 
of the Committee of Correipondence, and aUb prefent at th? 
time of the report of the refult of the eouference, that in hSt it 
was a miftake, for he was not prefent \ that he went aaaj* 
Upon the part of the profccution, in order to fix .upon Mr. 
Home To3ke the knowle^ of, and aflent to diefe ineafiirc% 
whether he was adlually prefent, at the time diat they appear 19 
have pafled, or was not prefent, they produce from Adans's 
papers, a paper which Mr. WoodM proves to have Mr. Tooke's 
hand-wridng to it in feveral plages, which purports ID be -a 
minute of the refdudoo, as it was delivered in \j Mti Jo/ot^ 
and to have certain alterations made in it, by meaai of drawing 
a circle round pardcular words, which adapted it to die ftala In 
iriiich it appeared on the books of the Society, as a lelbliidoa of 
the Society, and if that is fatis&Aorily proved to yon, untlffiiHT 
edly that paper, having fo much of Mr. Home Too)(e'| huir 
writing in itj Is evidence of his knowledge, of his participa|NB| 
. and of his confent to die meafure, whether he afiually was pie- 
fent, or was not prefent: that paper was handed id yott at d» 
time it was read, therefore it can hardly be neceflaiy n^ ham it 
iread again. 

Mr. Madcan then produced firam aqsoo^ Adani8*$ poyert, a 
paper which Grant prgves to be of Hardy's hand-wriung- This 
js oply to confirm, and to ftrengdien, dus part of the evidence 
of the tranra£Uont' between the t9f^ Societies, upon die iburdii 
and upon the elevendi nf April, and upon the twenty-eighth of 
March ; this is Hardy's letter to Adams upon the fubjefi^ which 
was entered upon the etevend^ pf April, arid whi^ ba« bwt rarf 
to you. 

They 
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Tbey then produce Aroai among papers m the pqfleiBon -of 
Saint, at Norwich) a paper iigned ^ Thomas Hardy," which 
purports to be a circular letter, and they produced a bundle of 
ihefe papers, alfo purporting to be circular letters fbuAd M 
Hardy's houfe; that circular letter it will be proper to. read, 

[f/A, vol. I, page 315.] 

Gentlemen, it is to be obfenred upon diis oircMUr letter, that 
the language of it is, as if the Convention that was to be held, 
was to be a peaceably meafure, for he fpeaks of it as the only 
peaceable meafure that now prefents itfielf with any profped of 
(iicce(s« He certainly accompanies this peaceable meafure, with 
an introdu£lton which fuppofes a great deal of violence to be 
refifted, fome way or other, by thofe perfons who were to meet 
in this manner ; for it fays, that ^ Heflians and Hanoverians 
^ are coming among us ; if we tamely fubmit, a cIo^d of thefc 
^ barbarians may (bortly be poured in upon us," , What a 
peaceable Convention was to do in fuch a cafe one dfics not 
. readily fee. With regard to the nunner of conducting of.it, the 
fSeSbnon of fecrecy, and recoaunending & Secret Comniittee 
to diem Itkewife, gives the meafure an air of great importance, 
|od neceflanly tends to create a cert^a degree of fufpicion; how 
inuch, you will judge of from the general context of the evi« 
dence. It appears, by papers found upon Hardy, th^t this cir-» 
pilar letter had been liRied ; the date of it does not appear ; I 
ibppofe they were filled up as they were (cnU It appears that 
diere was a letter of due ninth of April, 1794, from Alexander 
^tchdl, dated Strathaven, addrefled to Hardy, which purports 
to be an anfwer to this circular letter ; it fpeak$ of their agree- 
ing for dieir Societies to appoint a Delegate, and that they had 
appointed a Secret Committee to Djndufi the bufinefs.— Plainly 
with reference to the contents of that circular letter. 

Walih produced a letter, found at Saint *s, at Norwich, dated 
the twenty-fourth of February, 1794, which purports to be an 
account of a general meeting of the Delegates at Norwich, ur.d 
g refoiution to fend Delegates to this Convention. 

Gurnell then produced, frpm among Hardy's papers ^ ^^^^^ 

from 
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inn Ceckbum, of Briftoi, to Hariji tni he ipprwcd of tha 
ConTcntion. 

Tbey then read a letter from Newcaftle upon Tyne to Hax^« 
fsf the tu-enr*A.feurA of April, 1794. It fpcaks there of the 
life of their Societies*«of dieir htving Arvffocratic magiftrates, 
who iRtemipted thsm ; ic Chen iajs, that the writer hopes ^ dut 
^^ the hydra of tyranny and impofition may foon fall under the 
c^guIUodne of trudiand reafiw." To this letter there is an anfiver, 
ivhich is in evidence, direfhd ss the letter defired it might be 
directed : ^ir anl'v^-er it will be proper to read, as well for the 
other contents^ becaufc it echoes back that expreffioR-r-hoping 
that the hyiJri of tyranny and impofition may foon fill under the 
guiiloiine of tri:th and reafon. 

lFi.u t j/. I, page 317.] 

The next piece of evidence is a pzper taken from die peribn of 
Thelwall, which imports to be a letter from Broomhead, of Shef- 
field, to Hardy; how it came into the hands of Thelwafl h 
difficult to be coile5ked. It ^;>eaks of there having been 9 
meeting at Hallifkr in the «pen air— <if there having hcea • 
meeting, in which it was propoAd that there (houid be DelegiftB«| 
to ooiifider of meafures for holding a Convention ; but that Ait 
meeting had been poftponed, till they could have Ae opinieq 
of Hardy. 

The accotint book of the Society for ConftiCutionai Inf>nB»- 
tion was produced ; and it appears thai there was paid, by order, 
to Thelwall, fix guineas, upon the thirteenth of March: Ae 
eccafion of that payment appears by a paper found on Adams^ 
vi^iicb is a letter from Thelwall to Adams s the paper begins-*- 
^ Citizen Adams ;" in vMch he defires^ as from Mr. Home 
Tooke, to have a lift of the Conftitutional Society ; and dfa^ 
at the requeft of the fame perfen, he defires ^at fui guineas 
may be paid to him for printing the hift twenty-five hundred 
Addrefles ; and which fix guineas ieem9 to have been paid.— 
From the date, this was, probably, die Addreft voted at the 
Globe Tavern upon the twentieth of January. 

Lauzun then produced a book, found tt Hardy.'s, entitled, 

«TJic 



( 379 ) 
•^The Faft Da^, as obTcnred at SheffieUL*^ If appears hj ^ 
hocky that the Conftitutional Society had approved of the refolii-' 
tionft of the Sheffield Society upon tbe twenty-firft of March ^ 
and it alfo appears that the Correfponding Society had approved 
of the proceedings that were read to you befere, and the manner 
in which that day had been employed. I believe that book was 
read \ it can hardly be neceflary to read the whole of it again ;- 
fheleftiire, in particular, may be oniitted; it waa a very in* 
decent comparifi^ of the fin$ of Ahab widi our fins, and if 
fbes not lead very particularly to throw light upon the prefcnt 
^hje€kj and therefore the reading of it may as well be fpared ^ 
\iut tbe reiblutiQns muft be read. 

[flJe vol. I, f>agi 3x9.^ 

They then call William Broomhead, who faid he is a memben 
of the Sheffield Society 5 that he was Secretary for tbe laft five 
months before he was apprehended; he iaid he knew Mr. Yorke, 
who was occafionally at Sheffield i he r e membere d a meeting on 
|he Caftle Hrll, upon die feventh of AprS) diere bad been a pre- 
rious meeting between himfelf, Gale, Yorkes and fome few odiers; 
^t at Aat meeting certain refohttions were drawn up, and rt 
was fetded that there fliould be a motitm to peddon Parliament j 
irtiich was to be negatived, and he was ordered to make the 
modon accordingly*, he did make i^ nobody feconded it, and 
fb it fell; he could not (ay dut the people^ when it was moved, 
kud any thing for or againft it^ ibr diat the people at fudi 
meetings gencraUy wait for the countenance of Aeir Icaderlf^ 
1^ &ys Yorke made a ^>eech. When the witne6 had gone dius 
fkr, diey produced a paper (bund upon Adams by Madean, 
which was fbewn to diewitnefs, and he faid diat this paper 
was one of tbe number of printed papers which he had fent up in a 
box to Hardy; he iaid he might peibaps fend fome aifo to Adams, 
jbr anydiing he knew, but he did remember very well fending 
«p papers to Hardy 1 that paper contained the proceedings on the 
tattle Hill. That muft be read. 

They 
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They then proceeded to crois-examin^ Broomheod, on the 
part of Mr. Home l^ooke ; he £iid they had no view of over- 
turning the Government by force, that he knew of; that there 
was no intent to attack the King; that they were as well af- 
fetStcd to the Kiny ss nny people in England ^ that there was 
no intention a^aiiifl ilic Houfo of Lords, to his knowledge ; but 
a Refoim in the d..r.<)cratical part of the Britifli Conftitution 
was that whicli they niiiicd at, tloe reprcfcntative part in the 
Iloufc of Coiinr.O:v:> ',:■.: knew of no other view, and they had 
no view to obtain i: by force* 

lie was alkecl upon his rc-cxaniination for the profecution, 
how that moticn t(» negative the petition to Pariiaxnent was ma- 
naircd; he faid that it was fettJvtl by a very few pcrfon^ ; that 
if any pcrfon had had views of doinv;: any thi:-;? improper, or 
by forcL', it was unknown to him, and z^-ic.L with whom he 
a(Sled } that a deference was paid to fome of cnc leading per- 
fons in the ordering the affairs of the Society; that he was a 
paflivc pcrfon himfclf as being Secretary. He vns afked what 
is become of Gale, one of the perfons named as being of that 
finall p^ty that fettled the bufinefs relative to the motion, he 
laid he did not know what was become of him; he (aid he did 
not take any part about this motion, becaufe he had been 
told that as Secretary, he had no right to give an opinion* 

George Widdifon was then called, he faid, he became a 
member of this Society at Shefilcld two years ago; that pan of 
that time he belonged to the Divifion number One, and was ^' 
Delegate ; that the Society might confift of about Ax hundred 
regular members; they met once a forUiight in the Divifions; 
tl'.at Divifion, number One, met on a Tucfday or a Wednefdavf 
that the general meetings were occafionally once a month, or. 
once in lix weeks; he fays he faw Vorke at Sheffield two years 
r.go; he firft faw him in Queen-ftreet, foon after the execution of 
t!ifc King of France; that Yorke was generally in the chair when 
at Shcllield ; he remembered Matthew Campbell Brown being 
elected a Delci^ate to the Convention at Edinburgli ; that Brown 
had been a Player, afterwards, he ailed as an Attorney; Yorke 
once lodged at Cawthornc's, the witncfs attended him there as 

a hair* 



;r fiair-dreficri Yorioe afterwanb lodged at Beale% • Grooer^; 
dnt bt had fane cooTerfiition with him about pikes; that Yorke 
fsemed to agree upon the neceffity of pikes being made; he laid' 
Yorke gave him to underftand that Gale vmM take a dooen* 
•f pikes, and he* made a dosen, or a doEen and a half of pike 
handles for Gale ; he lent one of them to Yorke, who £ud it 
would do ; die witneft was a Turner by trade, as well as ar 
hair-drefler; thattfae pikes were about feven feet l6ng ; Yorinr 
aflced him fome few times— how do you go on with thefe pikes ;: 
he fiud, fkt pike heads were to come from Davifon's ; diere 
were iron hoops put on at the ends of the fhafts ; the witneft 
fud he wididrew himfelf, after feme time, from this Socie^;: 
ke (aid he told Yorke out mornings he thought they were goii^ 
too far refpeAbg Univer&l Suffrage; diat he was convinced 
k would carry them too fir by drawing in too gteat a number 
•f people to give their voices for Members of Parliament be-* 
ibfe they were acquainted with the bufinefi ; he ftid he had 
C0Dveriki<m with Davifon-r that he never underflood die piket 
were for any other purpofe dian'for their own defence; he de<* 
fcribes the head of diefe pikes to be about eight inches iit length, 
and about an indi and a quarter in the broadeft part. 

He was aiked upon his crofs-examinadon, whether he was an 
enemy to the King; hefiud, Godforbid; that they had no intent 
so attack die power^ or the perfon of the King, to his know** 
ledge, and that he would not have continued in the Society if 
they had ; he iaid their plan originated in what was drawn up 
hy the Duke of Richmond The letter of the Duie of Rich- 
mond to Colonel Shannon was ihewn to him ; he iaid he be- 
lieved that was the general idea diey had all that time, becauie 
they dxmght Acre was no odier [rian- fnfficiently effedual to 
atfonn the Houie of Commons, and make it what it was ori- 
ginally intended by die Conffitution; he never underflood that 
it was meant to be done by force ; that the principal ground 
for his withdrawing from diem, was his not approving of Uni- 
verfal Suffirage ; he believed the pikes never were intended for 
any other purpofe than to defend themfelves ; that Gale's houft 
had been abfohitely attacked upon fome news being brought 
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Upon the M'hole cf the evidence, it is a circtimftance 6f fime 
fufpicion, but I think it does not go the length, upon die efU 
dence, of fairly conne^Hng itfelf with the plan of this Convoi* 
tioHi which is the material point to -which it (hould apply, 
in order to give it the full force which a preparation of anni 
would give. 

Gentlemen^ they then call for a paper found upon Thelwad, 
written by Martin, and proved by Evan Evans to have been in 
Martin's pofleflton, before the fourteenth of April; that is a 
material date becaufe upon the fourtcendi of April, there were 
certain refolutions pafled at Chalk Farm, and this paper pur- 
ports to be a paper of refolutions, intended to be offered at the 
public meeting, that was to be held upon that fourteenth of 
April. Evans fays that Martin read them over in his hearings 
ar.d deflrcd Pcarce to take them to Chalk Farm^ and return as 
loon as poflible; he (ays Pearce did come back; that Martin 
mentioned his having written die refolutions, and having put 
plenij' of cayenne into them^ and that if they would attend to 
him there would be warm work. As againft Martin indivi- 
dually this goes a great way towards dcmonftrating dat he had 
in his mind, intentions of violence to be put in prafiice upod 
fume occafion or other, and from the nature of the refolutions 
It Chalk Farm, and from the nature of the evidence refpeding a 
Convention to be held under the circumftances of tfaatrefolution^ 
and that former refolution of the twentieth of January^ undoubt^ 
cdly it is evidence for your confidcration to fliew that Martin con-K 
tcmplatcd force to be ufcd upon the occafion of that Convention* 
When I fay it is evidence, I mean only to fay, that it is proper 
to be fubmitted to your confideration, leaving yon to make die 
inference how far it operates* 

Evans was afked whether he knew a Nichohs Gay, he UA 
no, the man he knew was a Richard Gay.' Then he was aiked 
fome qucftions about a perfon of the name of Gaj^ who tnM 
veiled in Ruflia, but he faid he knew nothing au all of any 
fuch perfon, and nothing could be made of that examination* 

1 he nestt evidence was to prove that this paper, thus found upod 
Thehvall, and another paper of the fame import) were of Mar-< 
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tin's haod^wridng. That paper was read in evidence, and will 
now be read to you. Undoubtedly it has a very bad and a very 
dangerous tendency. 

[Fiji vol. I, page 343.] 

I will make but a fingle obfervation upon this paper, and I 
wi(h| if I am right in what I feci in my own mind about it, 
diat in this cafe, when Martin is not before you, it had not even 
been given in evidence; it is that when this paper is examined^ 
it is very apparent that the Convention propofed was not a 
Convention that had any thing to do with a Reform of Par- 
liameiit. That is the Tingle obfervation that I will make 
upon it. 

Gentlemen, the next piece of evidence was a paper produced 
\>y Lauzun, found at Hardy's, and which purports to be the 
proceedings of the London Correfponding Society at Chalk 
iFarm. That paper muft be read. 

{fidi vol. I, page 343.] 

Gentlemen, you fee what the general import of this paper I9 
—They call a very numerous meeting, which is held at Chalk 
Farm ; they introduce their refolutions with a letter of their 
own to another Society, called the Friends of the People, in 
which they recommend to that Society to concur with them in 
calling a Convention and fending Delegates; they read the 
anfwer of that Society, declining to fend Delegates to that Con- 
vention ; they then purfue no further in that meeting the idea of 
Delegates to that Convention, but they proceed to pafs a ftring 
of violent refolutions. The fifth refolution certainly is a very 
violent one, for you can hardly fay that it is any thing fliort of 
a AreSt affirmance— <hat the focial compaft is diflblved, and 
dnt the people are, therefore, driven to an immediate appeal 
to that incontrovertible maxim of eternal juflice ; that the fefety 
of the people is the fupreme, and in cafes of neceffity the only 
law — which, in truth, is an appeal to force. What makes me 
iay that it fecms to be a direft affirmance, that the focial com- 
IMufl is diffplvcd, is, bccaufe it fays— any attempt to violate 
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Parliament. 

Gentlemen, they next read the proceedings of the ConSir 
tutiohal Society upon the ninth of May, 17949 when Mr. 
Hornc Tooke was prefent; there wajs then read a pamphlet 
containing certain proceedings of the London Correfponding 
Society, and of this Society ; two thou&nd copies w;ere ordered 
to be printed ; one of thefe copies was found upon Adams.; 
the pamphlet is produced, it contains the proceedings of the 
Wenty-fifth and the twenty-eighth of March, of the Coriftitu- 
tlonal Society, and the proceedings of the twenty-ievendi of 
March, of the London Correfponding Society, and tKe refolu^ 
tions of the twenty-eighth of March refpe£ling Mr. Muir. 
AncI, if I take it right, thefe are the only material papers that 
ihis pkmphlet contains, together with the toafts at the diimer of 
\he (econd of May. With regard to thofe proceedings of the 
two Societies, on the twenty-fifth and twenty-eighth of March 
oT the one Society, and the twenty-feventh of March of the 
"other Society, they feem to be no otherwife material than as 
this publication fixes upon the prifoner a fiiU knowledge of 
the drcumftarices that pafled in his Society, and the other So- 
ciety on thofe days — further than that it docs not feem to have 
any particular application. The toafts may be read. 

[FUe vol I, page 344.] 

Gentlemen, the next witnefs that is called is William Sharpe; 
he fiud he was a member of the Conftitutional Society, he be- 
tattle fo tw6- years and a half ago; it appears by the books 
iSliit he was propofcd by Mr. Horne Tooke; he faid he at- 
tended at different times down to the mondi of May, 1794; he 
ivas at the meeting when a letter came from the London Cor- 
rei^Aitiding Society; he remembers five gentlemen coming to 
nleet (bme gentlemen appointed by the Conftitutional Society 
to meet them; he, the witnefs, was one; he was propo(ed by 
Mt. Horne Tooke ; he does not remember being prefent at the 
.feport that was made by the Chairman of that Committee^ 
be (aid he knew nothing of a Committee of Correfpondence. 

Upon his crbfs-examinattoii he laid be fuppofes he was no- 
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fliinated to fome delegation by Mr. Home Tooke, becaufe Mr* 
Tooke had a good opinion of himi that he has heard Mr. 
Home Tookc fay he would rather be governed by Saint James's 
than by Saint Giles's; that their intercourfe began by Mr. 
Home Tooke wiftiing that his daughters might be taught by 
htm the art of engraving. He was afked as to Mr. Home 
Tookc's manner of living; he faid Mr. Tooke kept a horfe, 
but he never knew him ride out more than once, and he walked 
out very feldom, perhaps not more than two or three times in 
a year; he faw little company, he generally fpent his time in 
the morning in his garden, and in looking over old books, and 
in the evening at whifl; he remembers a circumftance of an 
anonymous letter coming to Mr. Tookc from Ireland, widi 
a letter in it for Mr. Paine, which he put into the fire without 
opt-ning ; he remembered that on the fifteenth of May, dining 
with Mr. Tooke in Spital-fquare, there was a letter fuppofed 
to have been intercepted, written by Mr. Joyce to Mr. Tooke; 
whether Mr. Tookc ever received any letter from Mr. Joyce, 
or ever anfwered one he cannot tell; he faid that the letter 
which was intercepted was fuppofed to relate to fomething that 
Mr. Tookc was to do with the red book, and that the cir- 
cumftance was laughed at; that letter was produced, and it 
was read, it ftates to Mr. Hornc Tooke that Hardy had besn 
taken up that morning, and his papers feized ; then it concludes 
— " Is it poffible to get ready by Thurfday;" it is fuppofed 
that thefe words were thought myfterious (the letter having 
been intercepted) and that apprehenfions were efl[k:rtained that 
fome mifchief was intended, and that, therefore, the Govern- 
ment took fome precautions. It does not appear in evidence 
whether any fuch precautions were taken^ or no, but if Aey 
were, I think no man can impute blame, but, on the coatnryi 
that our acknowledgements are due to Government for bciif 
ready to hold out that fort of proteflion; and, undoubtedly, the 
exterior of all tlii-? bufinefs was fuch as juftiiied alarm, and 
mat!' it n.ccjlary for Government to be upon their guard. I 
liiv tl\e extcriur oi it, to dift.'nguifli it from the cafe now in judg- 
ment heforc you, which muft depend upon the whole of the 
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evidence taken tc^ether; this witnefs faid that he has gone to 
Wimbledon with Mr. Tooke, and particularly he remembers 
that during the buflnefs of the Scotch Convention Mr, Tooke 
ufed to go away early, becaufe he did not like that bufinefs; at 
other times he would often ftay till ten at night ; he faid he un- 
dcrftood that thefe words-r-" Is it poffible to get ready by 

Thurfday" — ^alluded to Mr. Tooke's being ready with fomc 
extrads from the red book, of places and penfions, in M^r. 
Pitt's family, which he was to make ^ and he faid, that be 
thinks he faw fomc light horfc, fomcwherc about Spital Square^ 
where they dined ; one might obferve, that this fmgle line, imt-. 
mediately following the account of Hardy's capture, certainly 
iloes not very well fall in with that turn that is given to it, 
aoii yet, at the fame time, it may be, that it really ought to be 
fb underftood. He faid, that Mr. Tooke ufed to be dcfirous of 
long adjournments j that he wiflied to be much in his garden— « 
lie heard him e^^prefs a wifll, that there was an a£l of ParliameoJ 
to make if death for him to go out. 

The witnefs faid, that at the dinner club there were viTuors 
admitted ; and that there was nothing fecret in the conversation 
Acre ; that he knows nothing of the tranfadlions of the Country 
Societies ; that, for his part, he did not even read the proceed- 
ings of their own Society, and does not himfclf know wfaci did; 
he faid there were frequent debates \v\ the Society; but there 
irere no Secret Committees ; that fomctimes they ufed to joke 
about their correfpondents, \^hen, in truth^ they had no correfr 
pendents ; 4ki that there were Committees of Correfpondcnce 
named, but he docs not know that they ever met« He faid Mr. 
Horne Tooke was againft Univcrfal Suffrage ; and always fpoke 
fox the Conflitution, as compofcd of King, Lords, and Com-v 
pions; he faid he received a letter from the Country^ in confe-. 
^oence of Mr. Hornc Tooke's appearing not warm in the bufi-. 
aeis of the Scotch Conventions^ to know whether Mr. Horne 
To(dce had not been penfioned by the Court ; and whether he 
had not defertcd the caufe of Liberty ; he faid, he remembers 
Mr. Tooke, in converfation, diftinguiftiing between affifting a 
inao to do a thing, and affifting him after he had donq a thing, 
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yrhich ^ing he happened to diflike ; he £11^ that Mr. Tooke 
had generally company on a Sunday ; that they ufcd to come be- 
tween two and four, and go away about eight ;* that they had an 
open and general converiation ; he does not remember that any 
dangerous converfation ever paiTed ; he faid, he has often heard 
Mr. Tooke fay, if there was to be any trouble, he himfdf 
fliould be the firft viiEtim, becaufe he oppofed all mlfchievous 
charaders; and would do fo, if he was execrated by all die 
world ; for he would do what he thought it was his duty to do. 

He faid, that upon the fccond of May, 1794, he dined at the 
anniverfary dimmer of the Conftitutional Society ; that there was 
converfation about Mr. Home Tooke; it was faid, that Mr. 
Tooke had made an ariftocratic fpcech; he laid, it was a 
very eafy thing to get admittance into this Society ; very few 
were rejeded ; he thought Mr. Tooke too carelcfs about the 
bufincfs of the Society ; he faid, bethought his profeflions as to a 
Reform in the Houfc of Commons were his real fentiments ; be 
thought, that if things were brought back to the ftate they were 
in, at the Revolution, every thing would be right; he iaid, diat 
he (the witneis) was taken into cuflody on a warrant for trea- 
fonable practices.; he thought the fole objeft of the Conftitutio- 
nal Society was Parliamentary Reform ; he has no reafon to fuf- 
p^ they meant to ufe force, and that force was never the fub- 
y£k of their converfation. He faid, that Mr. Home Todce*was 
not of the Committee of Correfpondence, or Co-operation; he 
does not remember any of the aflbciated members attending ; he 
does not know whether the hundred thoufand copies that tbj 
talked of printing, were ever printcdj or any of them ; he never 
heard Mr. Tooke confent to any attack upon an eftablifhmenti 
civil or religious ; but he alwa}'S defended them ; he laid, he 
had no objccl but a Reform in the Houfe of Commons. Mr. 
Tooke afked whether he was a bigot ; Mr. Sharpe might 
have anfwercd that qucftion with the decency with whi^h it was 
put ; but he anfwered it roughly and abruptly, that he though!; 
he had no religion at all ; he faid« that they ufcd to fubfcribc a 
guinea a*year ; and that he did not confidtr himfelf as anfwcn^ 
ble for what other pcrfons might dp, beyond the particular en- 
gagement 
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gagement.of Jbis guinea^ and beyond what he Ihould perfonally 
c6nfent to. 

They then caHed Chriftopher Hull, who faid he was a mem-*' 
ber of the Conftitutiohal Society, and had been fo from 179 1 ; 
he rccolledled hardly any thing, and therefore he was very foon 
difmilled ; he (aid, he recoUefted Mr. Joyce being in the diair, 
at a dinner ; but he remembered nothing of any report being 
made or read. 

They then produced a paper found at Hardy's, which was 
the report of the Committee of the Conftitutional and the Lon- 
don Corre([X)nding Societies ; that paper has been read ; and, 
I fuppofe, It only tends to confirm the truth of thcfe people hav- 
ing met, and having made that report. 

They then called for another paper found upon Hardy ; which 
purports to be the appointment of a Mr. Vaughan to be a Dele- 
gate, and to affift the Committee of Conftitution, in Apriln 
J 792 : as far as I can underftand, at the time that the efbblifh- 
ment of the London Correfponding Sodety took place, they did 
not immediately frame their Conflitution ; and that this Mr. 
Vaughan was defired to take a part in. the framing of diat 
Conflitution. 

' They then produced a letter of Thomas Paine to die people 
of France; which appears to have been publifhed, and diftribu- 
ted gfatis, by the London Correfponding Society ; nvo hundred 
copies of that paper appear to have been fent, by the London 
Correfponding Society, to. the Conftitutional Society. That 
paper was read ; and here the evidence, on the part of the profc- 
£ution, dofed. That paper muft be read. 

[f^idf voL I. pa^e 361.] 

Gentlemen, Ae firft witneft, who was called on the part of 
J|Ir, Home Tooke, was Major Cartwright ; he laid he was a 
member of the Society for Conftitutional Information, from its 
firift inftitution ; that Doftor Brockleft)y, a Doftor Jebb, and 
i Mr. Loft, were among the earlieft members; their objeA 
was, to give to the public conftitutional information ; and pr« 
pcubrly to promote a recovery of what diey conceived their 
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loft rigTits — mcamirg the rights of rrprefientation in the Houfe of 
Commons ; he bid hs never entertained an idea that the objeAs 
of the Societ)' were changed j'that, for the Lift two years, it wis 
in his power to attend, fcarcelj at all ; he was many years in 
the habit of attending ; he never perceived any change of general 
fentiments ; in the outfet, they were in favour of Uni ver&l Suffrage, 
and Ar.;:L:al Parliaments ; that the Society was inftituted before 
the Duke of Richmond's plan ; but the Duke's conduct met 
with the ajv:robation of the Society; that the Duke of Rich- 
mond's letter to Colonel Sharman was circulated by the Society ; 
and chat the p!a:i, flatcd in that letter, received their approba- 
tion i he underilards ch: Duke of Richmond's bill, and his pLuii 
in the letter to Co!jnjl Sharman, to be th^t which their appro- 
bation went to ; he iud many convcrfaiions with him upon the 
fuhjeci i he cannot prctjiid to fuy, that it was the folc obje^ of 
the Society to acl upon the Duke of Richmond's plan ; the fide 
object w^s a radical Reform in the Houfe of Commons ; but 
there was a confiderable difTercnce of opii:ion ; that many would 
have been gbd of obtaiaing confiderably lefs than that; he Cud 
if he had perceived there had been any perfons who were not 
fficnils to the King's government, he would have remained in 
the Society, but it fhouid have been for the purpofe of remov- 
ing fuch members ; he never heard of fuch an idea, in the Soci- 
ety ; that no man had ever darted fuch an idea i that no modoQ 
had bLcn made of tliat kind. 

The v.itnefs faid, he had known the prifoner intimately fix- 
tecn years; that he always appeared, from his public condufly 
and private convcrfations, to be a fteady, firm, and inflexible 
friend to a Reform in the Houfe of Commons; he does not 
know that Mr. Home Tooke has particular objections to the 
Duke of Richmond's plan, but he did not entirely concur widi 
it ; that, of all the men he ever knew, he was the fteadieft| 
and moft invariable in his fentimcnts; that he never heanf any 
thing fall from him, difrcfpeclful to the oflice of royalty; but 
quite the rcvc: fe ; he faid, that at times, when other opinions 
were put abroad, he always found Mr. Tooke hold, that *c 
regal, and arifto^Tatical branches of our Conftitutfon, wentf ex- 
cellent 
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cellent In Aemfelyes ^ and that, if a Reform in the other bran« 
ches of the Conftitution could be obtained, that our Confiitution 
would, in his opinion, be the moft perfeA of any upon earthy he 
iays, this is the impreffion on his mind, of all his converfatlon ; that he 
has not feen Mr. Tooke, (ince the fpriiig of 1 792 ; that down to that 
time he had obferved no variation in his opinion. He faid, he 
recoiled an illuftration of Mr. Tooke*s^ which (hews that his 
obje6h did not go thofe lengths which Mr. Paine's did ; he 
'Was fpeaking of perfons travelling in a ftage coach, and getting 
out at different places ; he iaid, when I find myfelf at Hounflow^ 
I get out ; others may go further. 

He (aid Mr. Tooke did not write the letter to the Society of 
die Friends of the People, which was anfwered upon the fif- 
teenth of May, 1792; the witnefs himfelf fubfcribed it as Chair^ 
man, and confented to its being fent ; that it was written, as a 
ferious, friendly, and foleom warning to a new Society,, 90111-/ 
pofed, in a confiderable degree, of members of Parliament,^ to 
^uard againft their departure from principles once profefled. 
friendly to the Conftitution ; and it was the refult of general 
obfervation, that fuch had been the pradice ; that they meant 
only a reform in the Houfe of Commons, and nothing was ftated 
of go(ng beyond that j he faid he was alfo a member of the new 
Society, tl^at is the Society of the Friends of the People, and 
continues fo; he faid they knew he was a member of the Conftitu- 
tional Society ; he believes there might be other perfons members 
of both Societies, and he inftances Dodlor Towers, as a mem- 
ber of both diefe Societies ; he (aid, that fo far from a defign 
gfgsinA the Conftitution, the obje£l of the Society was to fupport 
the Conftitution, and reftore it to its true principles ; that he 
never heard any moving towards force, arms, or violence ; nor 
has be any rcaibn to think any fuch thing was in agitation; 
he faid he himfcIf was confidercd as the father and founder of this 
Society ; he faid Mr. Horne Tooke never profeffed himfelf to be 
, ^ friend or a favourer of Univerfal Suffrage 5 that Mr. Tooke 
difputed with him his axiom ; Mr. Tooke fuppofed that he built 
upon Locke, he obferved, his dogma would not bear him out in 
the cQnclufion he drew from it j he appeared to conceive both 
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Locke and the witncfs to be miftaken; he faid the propofitioa 
was, that every man had a right to (hare in the Government. 
He mentioned the circiimftance of an engraving, with propofl* 
tions upon it fupporting Univerial Suffrage being publiflied; 
he faid Mr. Home Tooke by no means ai>provcd of great part 
of Paine's writings ; that. other parts appeared to him to be very 
beneficial to this nation, and to others ; he faid. he approved of 
Locke only in part, and that he never pralfcd pure democracy ^ 
and he has heard him conteft the point with thofc who did. 

Upon his crofs-exam illation he faid, that the twcnty-Rfdi of 
May, 1792, was the laft time he attended the Society ; that he 
had not fccu Mr. l^ooke fmce he left town; he was prclcnt 
when the :iddrcl's to the Jacobins was voted ^ that he was not a 
prty to the other addrcfles fent to France ; that the fubjeA of a 
Convention was not agitated while he was a member ; he (aid he 
does not remember any convcrfation about the vipers Ariftocracy 
and Monarchy, but he faid, if it was applied to a Government 
where they were \'ipcrs, he fliould have tliought the term well 
;.pplicd J he faid, in fo large a Society as the Society of the 
Friends of the People, the letter fent to them might be differ- 
■ chilly uiiderllood ; he thinks their letter in aniwcr was carried 
bu: by one caftin^j voice ; there was an allufion to Painc*s plans 
of public benefit being carried into execution ; that relates to the 
ConlHtutional Society approving the refolutions from'MancheC- 
tcr, propofed in thofe terms 3 there was no explanation by the 
Society for Conftitutional Information, but there were private 
explanations by himfelf and others 5 he docs not remember that 
e.\ er he faw a letter from the Sheffield Society upon the fubjc^ 
of the difference between the two Societies ; he faid% that he fias 
fome recollection of fome affociated members from Sheffield j 
that he does not rccoU^ft any of their n^pies.; that they were not 
at all afraid of ftrangejs; he faid he dpes not recollect any letter 
refpeiting that aflbciation} he docs not recoiled a re(blutioq 
fii^ned " Th.oinas Hardy," in the hand-writing of Mr, Horm; 
Tooke ; he does not know that the prifoncr had been confulted 
abv>ut the Conftitution of the London Ccrrtfponding Society j 
he laid he recollccls the declaration coming from the Borough 
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Societyi and that it might be introduced with words ufcd by die 
Natiopal Convention ; that as to the thanks* of their Society, if 
they were given, theyafc in the book; he tljinks Mr, Paine was 
an honorary member, and attended pretty much while he viras in 
£ngliu)d. The witnefs.diid he m^ant to go. to the obtaining of 
a Reform In the Houfe of Commons.; he wa?? not governed by 
any man, and (hould be glad of the aiTiftanceof any man. to pro^ 
cure it ; he iaid, that the part of Paine's works which was prpr 
fecuted, was that againft Monarchy; that Paine offere4the pro- 
fits of the work tp the Society, eftimating it at a thoufand pounds; 
he does not recoUeft being in the chair when they deterjmined to 
fupport Paine, but if it is ftatcd (o in the books, it muft have 
been fo ; probably it was not then known what part would be 
profecuted ; he (aid he did not confider Paiiie's writings as a 
confpiracy to overturn the Government, but, as difcuflions on 
the fubjed of Government ; that if he had thought there had 
been any confpirators in the Society, he would have affifted to 
bring them to juAice; he faid he thinks he recommended Mxp 
Home Tooke to the Society, and he admits that be had heard be 
had been conviScd of a libeL This was the evidence of Major 
Cartwright, » 

Gentlemen, they then propofed to read the Duke of Rich- 
inond's plan, exprefsly referred to in the cqnftitution of the 
I^ndon Correfpouding Society, and it was accordingly readj^ 
and thofe parts, which Mr, Home Tooke and his counfel wifll 
Id have read, may noyv be read, . . 

Mr, firjkine. My Lord, we dont defire it; I. dare iay it is in^ 
the recollection of the Jury. 

' Lord Chief Jujike Eyre, I underftand the efFeft of the Duke^ 
-of Richmond's plan to be for Univerfal SufFragCj aqd Anpqal^ 
Elcdipns^ that all perfons of age^ not incapacitated hy cnmcSj 
and k on, ihould. vote; that the number of members of the 
Houfe of Commpns fl^ould not be enqreafcd ; but that vpteni^ 
(hould be divided, by five hundred and fifty-eight; there there-.^ 
fore would be a certain number of perfons to vote for each 
inember; th^t. they were to vote in diftri£U upon or>e and the 
(ame dav bP ov^r tb^ Ki^igdqoii aMid this^ it wap .thought, woul^ 
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prevent all the confufion and expcnce attending de^Hons, 
as no voters would be to go from their own houfes. I take 
this to be the fubftance of the Duke of Richmond's 
plan. 

They then propofed to read a letter from Mr. Home Tookc 
to Lord Afhburton, and after a debate upon its admiffibility, it 
was ordered to be read; it is dated the tenth of May, 1782. 
This letter proves, that Mr. Home Tooke's opinion for a Re- 
form in Parliament, was fhort of Univerial Suffrage; it flicw^ 
an attachment to the perfon of the King, and a difpofltion to 
fupport the Ariftocracy of the Kingdom, with a proper caution 
that they were not to break in upon the dignity of the Crown ; 
in the conclufion it ftates, that there were very little hopes of 
fuch a plan as he wifhed might fuccced being carried into exe- 
cution ; that the voice of the people had been heard but once in 
the Houfe of Commons, and it was not likely to be heard 
again. The concluding part of the letter is not material, as it 
ftruck me, on behalf of Mr. Tookej but if he wiflies to have die 
whole of it read, it ihall be read to you. 

Mr. Toohi. I fhall be willing to pafs over all that has been 
read on my fi^e, and truft to the Jury's recoUediion. I (hall be 
glad tofave your Lordihip and the Jurythne. 

fjird Chief Juftice Eyre, I have given a fliort fuinmaryof it, 
but, if you have the leaft wiih upon die fubjedl, it /hall be 
read. 

Afr. Erjkine. Your Lordihip has done it moft corre^y, and 
we are perfeftly fatisfied. 

Lard Chief Juftice Eyn. Mr. Tooke then offered a pper^ 
containing the names of perfons who entered into an afibciatiooi 
but it could not be received as evidence. 

Major Cartwright defired to explain an expreffion he had made 
ufe of, with regard to ufing every thing that oiFered for pio-: 
moting the objed of a Parliamentary Reform ; be faid, he means, 
provided they were purfuing a courfe that was legal and coniU- 
tutional, he would join them. 

They then called Mr. Fox ; Mr. Fox faid hcfiw Mr. Tooke, 
at the Thatched Houfe Tavern^ about the ye^ 1785 ; that was 
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a meeting of all the friends to Reform <tf Parliament, coovtnoi 
by Mr. Wyvill, after Mr. Pitt's motion , that the objea was to 
gain a direft approbation to Mr. Pitt's fpecific plan; how the 
motion was framed, he does not take upon himfelf to feyj but 
to the beft of his lecoUeaion Mr. Horne Tooke fupported the 
motion ; that feveral others, and himfelf for one, objc&ed to the 
motion ; the plan, as he recoUe&ed it, was a general propofition^ 
that if any boroughs were propofed to be fold, that their right 
pf fending members to Parliament fhould be purchafei by tho 
public, and, in lieu of thofe members^ others were to be clewed 
by the freeholders of the counties at Urge, or diftriSs of 
counties* 

Mr. Francis is then called ; he faid he is a member of the 
Society of the Friends of the People ; he ikid he had drawn up a 
plan of Reform, which he meant to fubmit to that Society; 
that, in die courfe of the fummer of 1793^ he faw Mr. Tooke, 
and having known him a long time, though but flightly, and 
believing him to be a ftrenuous advocate for a Reform, and very 
learned upon the fubjed, he aiked him to examine his plan, and 
to iet him right as to any of the authorities as to the ancient laws 
and cuftoms to which he had referred, which Mrf Tooke under- 
took to do i he faid he did not mean to difcufs the principles of 
the plan with Mr. Tooke^ for as to that he was fatisfied ; he faid 
Mr. Tooke made fome obfervations, which he received, and 
altered his plan in fome particulars, according to thofe obferva- 
tions ; it appeared to him that Mr. Tooke approved of it much 
in general ; he faid his plan went to a Reform in the Commons 
Houfe of Parliament i he did not think that he diiagreed with 
Mr. Horne Tooke upon any of the principles of the Conftitu- 
don ; he thinks Mr. Tooke told him that he had refufed to be a 
Delegate to the Scotch Convention, and that Mr. Tooke &td he 
was in bad repute widi the popular Societies, on that account. 

Mr. Francis faid, that Margarot and Hardy called on him, 
and requcfted Iiim to pirefent a petition from the London Cor- 
rcfponding Society to the Houfe of Commons ; he did not know 
that they were afiociated Members with the Conilicutional So- 
ciety ', he (aid he is a member of the Society of the Fiiecrds «^ 
. 3 " Jtitfi- 
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Ae People ; Lord John Ruflcl is ft member, and he is lure tbit 
that anfwer to the letter of the Conftitutiorial Society was carried 
by mueh more than a cafting vote ; he faid he knows there are 
Tome perfons who are members of both Societies. 

The Duke of Richmond was then caHed ; he faid he fiiw Mr. 
Tooke with DoSor Brockelfby, at the Ordnance Office ; it w* 
with difficulty he recollefted any thing that pafied 'upon that 
occaiion> but he docs recolleft meeting Mr. Home Tooke on 
fome occafion, he believes at the Quintuple Alliance at the Lon- 
don or the Thatched Houfe Tavern ; and he has met Mr. Tooke 
at feveral other times ; he himfelf was a member of the Confti- 
tutioiial Society, foiiic years ago; he never heard Mr. Tookefey 
any thing ajainft the King, Lords, or the Conftitution of the 
Country : he went on to ftate fome other circumftances relati\T 
to the Thatched Houfe Tavern, but he did not rccollefte;jcnigh 
to bring the matter home as evidence, and therefore that part of 
the evidence, I fee, I have ftnick my pen through. 

Mr. Pitt was then called ; he faid, a paper which was fhevn 
him is of his hand-writing, but that paper could not be received 
as evidence; he was afked who it was written to, he fays pro- 
bably to fome Chairman of a Wcftmiiifter Committee ; he laid 
he recoHcds a meeting at the Thatched Houfe, about the middle 
of May, 1782, after his firft motion in the Houfe of Commons, 
ill relation to a Parliamenrary Reform 5 he thinks Mr. Homt 
Tooke was prcfent; that the fenfc of the meeting was to ufc 
nxans to recommend a petition to Parliament, in order to pro- 
cure a Reform ; he fiiid that there was no fuch idea a'^ a Con- 
vention of the People by affiliated Societies ; he did not confider 
that as a meeting of perfons authorized to aS for any but fiw 
themfclves; he fuid he docs not recoUeA any petition having 
been objected to in the Houfe of Commons, as coming from 
pcrfjns in a delegated capacity ; he does not know hut that fome 
of the perfons prefent at the Thatched Houfe might be deputed 
by others, but he does not know how they were conftituted. 

Mr. Slieridan was then called : he faid he knows Mr. Home 
Tooke ; that he met him at feveral meetings, held for the pur- 
pole of obtaining a Parliamentary Refixms that he met him at 
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tfifer'dnt aJI&i^doris ih the year 1780; he^inks lie ikWhim^ 
U Mwtiftg, or Con^emion of Delegates, fram dFfFefent counties 
Mtf t6whs, siflembledto promote the objc^ of a Parltamentaty 
ftefbrth) and to a£t for thofe who deputed them ; that he, Mr. 
"Sheridan, Svas Dc!e]gate from Weftminfte^, ^vith five or fix 
'dfifer gentlemen, to aift with die orfier ©elegatcs from other 
sdfi^ations, and to promote the objeft of Parliametltary Re- 
'forhi by lejgal aild eohftiturional means, fo ikr to intereft and en-. 
~p!gc the public mind in that objed, diat die influence of die 
'piiBIic opinion might fo far operate upon the Houfe of Com- 
mons as diat they might ultimately -^ain their objed, without 
'^whidi influence there were no hopes of fuccefs from the Houfe 
'of Commons ; that they confided die means of doing this to the 
Ddcgates entirely; that in all dieir papers and reibludons th€y 
^ed themfel ves to be Delegates, adling for other people ; he 
'lays that no perfon could belong to thoTe- meetings without. 
■ knowing that it was fo, becaufe fucb a perfon muft have been 
" hioifelf appointed by others ; lie fays be rcCoUefts no inflance of 
Mr. Home Tookc's diflenting from the propofidons diat were 
dien made; he does not know whedier Mr. Tooke was a De- 
* legate ; there were Yorkfhire and Devonfhire Delegates ; that 
"iKcy confidered themfel ves -2s delegated generally to ufe the 
^tiffbiigeft legal means to dbt^'dieir objed; he (ays diat it was. 
%ii5ught that petitions, unlefs diey came from the whole body of 
"the people, were frivolous and ufdefs, and they conceived ■ diat 
ihey Jlhould have Delegates in larger meetings from all ^ parts of 
*'tiie Kingdom; they did not mean. to operate upon the Houfe of 
CorAmons by force or violence, but by that degree of awe and 
l^peft which they conceived the Hoiife of Commons were 
btiund to pay, and mufl pay, to the fenfe of the fieople at large 
"Viliencolkaed. 

He Cud he recolleds a meedng to celebrate the eftablifliment 
of liberty in France, in the year 1790. Upon that.occafion hs 
'moved a refolunon, drawn up the day before by the Whig Cl|ib. 
* Mr. Home Tooke, he £i}rs,*inade no objection to his motion, 
but ptofxifed an amendment Mr. Tooke ftated, that an un- 
qualified' approbatdon of the French -Rcvohiti^ny io the tcNns 
5 Oiovcd, 
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moved, might produce an ill effe£t out of door% a difpofition ti^ 
a revolution in this Country, or, at Icaft, be mifreprefented to 
have that objed ; he adverted to the circumftance of their having 
all of them National cockades in their hats ; he propo&d to add 
fome qualifying cxpreffion to the approbation of the French Re- 
volution, a declaration of attachment to the principles of our own 
Conftitution ; he faid Mr. Tooke fpoke in a figurative manner 
of the former Government of France; he defcribcd it as a veflel 
fo foul and decayed, that no repair could fave it from deftruc- 
tion ; that, in contrafling our ftate with that, he faid, thank God 
the main timbers of our Conftitution arc found ; he had before 
obferved, however, that fome reforms might be ncceflary; he 
faid that fcntiment was received with great difapprobation, and 
with very rude interruption, infomuch that Lord Stanhope, who 
was in the chair, interfered -, he (aid it had happened to him, in 
many public meetings, to difFer with and oppofe the prifoncr, 
and that he has frequently fcen him received with very confidcr- 
able marks of difapprobation, but he never faw them much af- 
kSt him; he (aid, that he himfclf objcftcd to Mr. Tooke's 
amendment ; he thinks he withdrew his amendment, and moved 
it as a feparatc motion ; he faid it was then carried as unani- 
moufly as his own motion had been ; that original motion, and 
feparate motion, are in thefe words — ^^ That this meeting does 
^^ moft cordially rejoice in tlie eftablifhment and confirmatioa of 
<^ liberty in France; and it beholds, with peculiar fatis&£tion, 
*^ the fentiments of amity and good will, which appear to pervade 
^ the people of that Country towards this Kingdom, efpeciallj 
^ at a time when it is the manifeft intereft of both States, diat 
^ nothing ihould interrupt the harmony which at preient fubfifls 
<^ between them, and which is fo eflentially neceflary to the firee« 
^ dom and happinefs, not only of the French Nation, but of all 
^ mankind." Mr. Tooke wiflied to add to his motion fome 
qualifying claufe, to guard againft mifunderftanding and mifre- 
prefentation ; that there was a wide difference between England 
and France; that in France the veflel was fo foul and decayed^ 
that no repair could fave it from deftrudlion; whereas, in Eng- 
land, wc had a noble and a (lately veflel, foiling proudly on die 
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bckfom of die Qoeftn; dia^ her main timbers were found, diDugh 
it W9B thie, aftur fo long a courfe of years, fh6^ might want fome 
^pairs. Mr, Tookc's motion was— ^ That we feel equal fa- 
Vkisfadion that the fubjeds of England, by the virtuous, exer* 
^^ tions of their anceilors, have not fo arduous a talk to perform 
^^ as the French have had, but have only to maintain and im- 
^ prove the Conftitution which their anccdors have tranfmittcd 
^ to them :*' this was carried unanimoufly. 

Upon his crofs-examination Mr. Sheridan faid, that this meet- 
ing was upon the 14th of July, 1790 ; that in 1791 there was a 
meeting, but he happened not to be prcfent ; that at the meeting in 
I790,theyhifled and interrupted Mr. Tooke, condemning, as he 
thought, the moderation of his principles ; he faid there was a meet- 
ing of Delegates, in 1780, he does not recollect the meetings in 
1782 ; he faid that the meeting in 1790 was fuon after the elec- 
tion for Weftminfter; that there was nothing cordial in the 
members of the Whig Club, who attended, towards Mr. Tooke ; 
that there was a ipeetmg of Delegates fomewhcre in King-ftreet; 
he cannof fay how many meetings there were, nor for what 
places they attended ; and he fays that afterwards, bethinks, there 
was a meeting in Guildhall ; he faid that he forgets the nature 
of the mseting at the. Thatched Houfe, or who were prefent ; 
that there was a meeting afterwards at the Duke of Richmond's, 
when it was propoled that Mr. Pitt fhould be requefted to move 
a Reform in P^liament, in the Houfu of Commons. 

Mr. Pitt afterwards faid that he fpoke of the meeting at the 
Tbatdied Houfe only, when he faid, that the perfons who met 
€here» met for themfelves ; that he was at the meeting at the 
Duke of Ridimond's, at which there were many membersof Par- 
liament, and (bme who were not members of Parliament, and 
who might have been delegated from the counties and towns. 

Lord Stanhope was then called ; he faid ht was in the chair 
at the -meeting held on the fourteenth day of July, In the year 
T790, one year after the Baftille had been pulled down; that 
they, met to celebrate that glorious event ^ he faid that there 
wefe feveral hundred perfons there, of a very refpe£lable 
ikfifription ; rJKii the priioner was there 3 he faid that Mr. She- 
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l-idin alfb was prefent ; that Mr. Sheridan's healdi was Amkf 
and then Mr. Sheridan made his motion; that Mr. Home 
Tooke ttid he was not ufed to flatter men, upon that he was 
hiircd ; that he fpoke, at the meeting, of the danger of being 
mi fund jf flood, end propofcd to add fomethtng about our own Con- 
ftitution ; that he recollects he made ufe of the expreflion, that 
our timbers were found ; he was very much hifled and hooted, 
and it was with difficulty he procured him a hearing; they wcrt 
unwi!lin;T to mix Mr. Tooke's fentiments with Mr. Sheridan's, 
and thcrcfiirc Mr. Toolce's motion was made ft-'parately, and was 
ciirrioc! ; he L\cy at that time, the Con ft it- it ion of 1789 had been 
c-li.blifhcd, bu: that it was not perfected till tygi ; many of 
t^ .:t dcfcriptiGn of people, whom he knew as Foxite«, were 
t!:.re, und i!i;';t they hiHld Mr. Home Tooke ; he fcid he is 
rjrf::aJ'jJ r.:/b.»dv there hiid nr.v intention airainft the Govern- 
ircnt ; lie ho\^2 of his be! 113 in the Houfe of Commons in 
1785, ::j c.:mc in at the general election in 1780; he attended 
ir.riny r.ectinu;'^ f^)r tl:c Reform ff Parliament; he faw Mr. 
Jli.rne T( \'\:j at icveral ; he is rr;rfccliy clear he few him at the 
Thitchrci irr:i-j iii 1782, a flv*rt linie after Mr. Pitt's firft mo- 
tioii v.v.s n:\/,:.iivcd ; he f..iJ ihnt was a motion to go into a 
Committee, ihc Lcond motion was more particular, and his 
iWird motii>n, in the yenr 1785, v/as to advance a million ftcr- 
ling, to b'. y up the burgage tenure boroughs; he (aid he was 
;;t the Tl..irrh,.d Houle v.'ith Mr. Pitt, Mr. Wyvill, and 4e 
J^Ljkeof Richnior.l; he is pnfitiv.; to his being at the meeting 
in 1785, r.nd he thinks he was there in 1782; he (aid the objoS 
of the n^.ceting wrs a rcccnmicndation to the people to meet 
\\uThv^ the fu:r»mcr, for the purpofe of enforcing, by legal 
means, a Parlir.nentr.ry Reform; he (aid he is fure Mr. Tooke 
v.\;s prcf.;:t i:t the meeting in 1785, the Duke of Norfolk, then 
Lord Surry, was in the chair; that Mr. Wyvill brought thit 
n^.retip.g t(\q:cthcr ; he fiid that Mr. Wyvill was a warm friend 
oi' Mr. PiitV inil plan ; that an account of this plan was writteh, 
f^r t>j ir.:eti::7,by Mr. Wyvill, and Mr. Wyvill moved fcri 
fpct it;<: :i- ; vob.\::ori oC that plan ; that Mr. Fox objeded to % 
Mr. Tooke v.'us for it, and debated for it; that he bas never 
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been in habits, with Mr. Tooke, in private life ; that there was 
SI meeting of Delegates in 1780 and 178 1. 

Mr. WyviU (kid he was at the meeting in 1785; that it was 
called, chiefly at his defire, with a view to obtain a refolution 
approving of Mr. Pitt's plan, in hopes to unite the friends of 
Parliamentary Reform, tliat they might make another applica- 
tion with united fupport; he hoped for greater efFe(St from 
united fupport, than from difunited ; he fajid Mr. Tooke was 
there ; that there was no propofition to thank Mr. Pitt, the pro- 
pofition was to declaie that Mr. Pitt's propofed Reform would 
be a fubftantial improvement of the Ct)nftitution j he faid that 
was negatived ; he faid Mr. Tooke fpoke in favour of it, and 
voted in favour of it ^ he believed Mr. Tooke was prcfent at 
the Thatched Houfe, in 1782 ; that the objeft was to endeavour 
to animate the people to meet in refpc<5live diftri«£^s, to petition 
Parliament for a Reform, and it was carried unanimoufly ; he 
laid that the refolutions were in writing. 

Mr. Macnamara was then called j he faid he attended the 
Conftitutional Club in 1788, which is a Club that was infti- 
tuted by the friends of Lord Hood, to fecurc the freedom of 
deflion for the city of Weftminfter ; they met at the Thatched 
Houfe; that it was eftablifhed on Lord Townfliend oppofing 
Lord Hood's re-eleSion ; there were refolutions propofed there 
by Mr. Tooke, which were conflitutional and loyal, fuch as be* 
came a well wifher to the Kiog and Government of the Country; 
be (aid they were diftinguifhed by an uniform, a blue coat, with an 
orange coloured cape, the button had upon it, '* King and Con- 
** ftitution 9" Mr. Tooke was a member of the Club, and one 
of the original founders ; Mr. Rofe alfo wore the uniform, Mr. 
Pitt, Lord Frederick Campbell, Mr. Fielding, and a great 
number of other perfons ; that from that time he got into ha- 
bits of intimacy with Mr« Tooke, and he thinks he never met 
any gentleman, in a public or private character, who under- 
ftood the Conftitution of the Country better than Mr, Tooke; 
he believes no man ever exifted that wifhcd better to the Condi- 
tution cf the Country, in King, Lords, and Commons. 

Mr. Macnamara (aid be went abroad in 1789, and ftaid till 
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the middle of laft June ^ that he was at Paris at the latter end 
of Oftober, or the beginning of November^ ^789; he got as 
far as Tours, and returned ; he (aid that for ten mondis before 
the third of Auguft, 1792, he was at Paris; upon the third of 
Auguil he left Paris, and went to Switzerland, and from thence 
into Italy ; he faid lie had frequent opportunities of converfing 
with Mr. Tooke ; that he never received fo much information 
from any man, nor did he know any one more loyal, or more 
attac.ied to the Conftitution, but that yet he was determined upon 
a Reform of Parliament ; he faid that the Government of France 
was in a wretched and deplorable ftate, before the time he fpeaks 
of; that there were many executions fliocking to humanity; that 
he was in Paris at the latter end of Oftober, and the beginning 
of November, 1789, and the brutalities he few were {hocking 
to humanity. 

Mr. Fielding was then called ; he faid he belonged to die 
Club mentioricd by the Lift witncfs, being Counfel for Lord 
Hood ; that he wore a blue coat, with an orange cape, and he 
feveral times faw the prifoner there, and that he was frequently of 
parties, which he attended as Coui^fel ; he remembers Mr. 
Tooke being there upon the fifth of November, 1788. 

Lord Frederick Campbell was the next witncfs ; he remem- 
bers that he dined at Willis's, upon the fifth of Noxcmber, 
1788, and that Mr. Tooke moved fomc rcfolutioiis, but he 
caimot recollect the import of them ; he recollcfts being 4t 
pleated, becaufe they were moved without his knowled«*c^ and 
he fpoke rather fliarply to Mr. Tooke; he was afked by Mr. 
'I'ooke, whetiier he, Mr. Tooke, had not anfwered him firfUj, 
he faid he does not remember his anfwcring him foftly ; he fid 
fome rcfolutions came from the Whig Club, and die Revohitiao 
Society. 

Lord Canvlen faid he was at this meeting ; he ht near Lori 
Frederick Campbell; a letter came from the Whig Gttbsk 
rccollc<as Mr. Tooke*s propofing fmne refelutions, and be be- 
lieves they were unanimoufly carried ; he diinks Lord Ftedefici 
Campbell cxprefTed fome difi^eafilre at not being infermcd (t 
ihc rcfolutioitt before they were moT6i ; he find he tinnb'die 
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refolutions "Wttrc expreffive of loyalty to the Kiilgv he is per* 
fcdMy certain tiiat nothing was Cud againft the King, but the 
turn of the refolutions, he thought, were very refpeftful, pro- 
fefltng attachment to the King ; he faid he has had no intercouric 
with Mr. Tooke fince the year 1788. 

Mr. Beaufoy was then called ; he faid he was at a meeting at 
Willis's, of the friends of Lord Hood ; he did not wear the 
uniform, but he remembers dining there ; Lord Hood was in the 
chair 5 he faid when the letter came from the Whig Club he^ 
the witnefs, addreflcd the meeting on the fubject of the Revolu- 
tion ; that he was applied to by the Revolution Society to move 
for a Bill in Parliament, for a fokmn celebration of the anniver- 
lary of the Revolution; he recoliecfls Mr. Tooke communicated 
foms refolutions to him ; he faid, from his very imperfect recol- 
ledlion, they might be fuch as were read. This gentleman im- 
iierwent a crofs-cxamination, but nothing arofe out of it, and 
therefore I do not ftate iL 

Thomas Symonds, a ftudent of the Inner Temple, faid he 

•has been a member of the Conftitutlonal Society for two or 

three years; he is acquainted with Mr. Tooke; he has feen 

iiim at his own houfe, and other places ; he fometimes attended 

^Ac meetings of the Society ; that their objeft was a Reform in 

ihe Houfe of Commons ; he faid, upon an average, fourteen or 

'fifteen perfons attended ; that the original objed was never de- 

'{larted from, and that every a£t of theirs, taken with the cir- 

'acumftances, tended to that fole objetf): ; he ^d nothing led him 

' '46 fufped any change of fentimcnt ; he frequently &w the pri- 

' 4bner th^re ; that all his expreffions u^nt folely to a Parlia- 

micntary Reform, and that he was ftrtSly in &vour of the an- 

-dent ariftocracy ; he faid that the Society had the (ame objed ; 

4ie did not attend during the Convention at Edinburgh, on ao- 

' count of his ill health ; he faid be did not know the charaders 

' <iS either of the Delegates, and did not know enough of them 

to wi(h them to go, and he thought it might be mifbken by 

the public ; he (aid he had no reafon to believe diat any thing 

crinunal was intended ; he remembers a Delegate, comii^ from 

-^ LondQn Corrcfponding Societ)^ who propofed a Convention; 
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he thinks he was in die chair ; the objcd was to pn y ofe a ge^ 
neral concurrence, to obtain a Parliamentary Reform ; he iaid if 
there hnd been any idea of a confpiracy to fubvert the Govern- 
ment, he thinks he mud have known it; he had no fufpicion of 
any fjch thing, nor has he any reafon now to fufped any fuch 
thing vi'as meant; he fnid he was prefent at the report of the 
joint confer<rncc on the elcvendi of April, it was refolved by the 
Coni'nictec, " Tha: it appeared defirable that a General Meet* 
" in 7, or Convention of the Friends of Liberty, (hould be 
" ci.'Ld/' bur th;r Society refolved to leave out the word Con- 
vcntioii ; th^rc \vzs fome debate about the word; that he was 
the firlt to oppofc it, bccauiie it might miflead the public mind 
to thiiik they had fome other objeA in view ; he (kid he had not 
the flighteft reafon to fafoecl that they were doing any thing 
wron^^, there was (y:.i^ litde difcafEon, and it was argued that 
tncre v/as no n.aterial cifferer.cc, at laft it was agreed that that 
word lliould be omitted ; he faid a fair reprefentation of the peo- 
ple, in ihcir fenfc, did not go to the length of Univer&l Suf- 
frage ; he has fifty times heard Mr. Tooke fpeak with reproba- 
tion oF Univcrfal Suffrage ; that he never heard any propofition 
or debate tliat touched the King, or the berediury office of die 
Houfe i)f Lords, but folely towards obuming Parliamentary Re- 
form ; that there never was the flighteft idea of obtaining by un- 
conftitutional means, or force, any Reform in Parliament; be 
never heard an idea of arms ; he fuid he never heard any idea of 
putting down our liberties, in order to emulate the French ; he 
knows nothing of the meetings of the Committees ; he fiiid tkit 
he had frequent converfations with Mr. Joyce, he alvipj^ fbun^ 
his opinions quite moderate, oppofed to the violence that was in 
other peoples minds ; he (aid that Mr. Sharpe was almoft Con- 
ftantly at dinner there; that his objeA was the fame as theirs | 
that as to Mr. Bontiey, he never knew a more moderate, quiet 
man in his life; that he knew Mr. Pcaribn but flighdy; diat 
he had no rcalbn to believe that he had any defign to overtum 
the Government ; that he few Mr. Wardle but two or thrtf 
times; that their ohjtSt was Parliamentary Reform^ and thtf 
tlit-y purfued that objc£t up to the eleventh of April^ 17941 
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and if there had been any thing criminal he mufi have known 
it. 

He faid, upon his crofs-exami nation, that he was chofen a 
member of this Society in June, 1792 ; that he wss propofed by 
Mr. Joyce ; that he never had heard of Mr. Joyce being pre^ 
fent at the National Convention when the Addrefs was prefent- 
cd; he never heard of a drawing pointing out the way to Hell 
by Hanover ; he faid he did not know that there were any pro- 
ceedings of the London Correfponding Society, in the name of 
Hardy, in the hand-writing of Mr. Tooke ; that he never law 
the letter which was fent to Norv/ich upon the fixteenth of 
April ; he faid if they had propofed to fet afide the authority of 
the King, and the Houfe of Lords, he would not have ftaid in 
the Society, or oonfented to it; he thinks he was ill at the 
time of the Addrefs of the London Correfponding Society to 
the National Convention ; he faid he did not know that Hardy 
bad written to Mr. Tooke, or that Mr. Tooke correded the 
Conftitution of the London Correfponding Society, or that 
Margarot had written to him about it ; he laid that if the Ad- 
dreis bad been confined to France, he thoug)^ they fhould 
have ufed ftronger language than they would have done re* 
fye&ing England ; he fays he does not recoiled any letter from 
the Society in which there were thefe exprefllons, « the vipers 
^ Monarchy and Aridocracy ;" he did not know that the wordSf 
^ fuccefs" and ** its efforts" werp in the prifoner's handrwriting ; 
he laid he never knew that Froft had faid that be hoped France 
might foon felicitate a National Convention in England ; that he 
pever heard of the Prefident-s anfwer, but that he fhould liave 
thanked Mr. Froft for executing his commiSion ; he faid he has 
no recollet^ion of the Addrefs upon the fixth of Auguft, and 
be knew nothing of the proof copy being fent to Mr. I'ooke^ 
^ nothing of Skirving's letter ; he faid he heard of the meeting 
at the Globe Tavern, and he heard of a meeting, and ftrong 
fefolutions, but he was not prefent on the feventeenth of Ja* 
nuary-^that meeting where it was voted, " That law ceafes to 
f' be an obj^£l of obedience whenever it becomes an inftrument 
•* ot ogprfffion^" he iaid he was not prcfci^t . upon ^ic twcJ^Cyr 
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he Ainks he was in the chair ; the objefi was to propofe a ge* 
Mri! c"»r!cur:cnce, to obtain a Parliamentary Reform ; he (aid if 
there hivl been ^ny idea of a confpiracy to fubvert the Govern- 
ments he tWxr^ks he muft have known it; he had no fufpicion of 
a:*y i'^z'^. t^ing, r.or las he any reafon now to fufped any fuch 
&.:r^ \vzsm^:u:t; he i'lid he was prefent at the report of the 
p':\z c.^r.r'-r-.rcc on the elcvendi of April, it was refolved by die 
Cot r.i:c:-\ " T'm,'. it appeared d;;firable that a General Meet* 
** ••- :, or Co-:.ent!on of the Friends of Liberty, (hould be 
^ c. ..J,** rLi: :h;r Soc:;;ty rjfolved to leave out the word Con- 
vjn: '»r. ; n«r: \\-35 t'o.T.e debate about the word; that he was 
tho ?'-.r :.^ o.-pol'e i:, bjcju.e it might mifiead the public mind 
t3 th:.:L :hsy -ad fotne other objcdl in view; he f.iid he had not 
th." r.-^-Ttcil r..::bn cd f-nccl that they were doing any thi.ng 
vr.r\:, thjrv vj'^ : • i !i:d^ ciicafEon, and it was argued that 
t"::^ V.MS n.i :. .;t,.';:jl ci.'ferer.ce, at laft it was agreed that that 
vo: J :>..^l! j '? : o r.irt.d ; h - fa: J a f.iir reprefcntation of die peo- 
r\\ in ;h.ir Tcrf.', did not go to the length of Univerlal Suf- 
tr-j^e ; hr has firry times heard Mr. Tooke fpeak with leproba- 
tion or L*:\. trial Sii^rVn^e ; that he never heard any propofitkn 
or dv.bitc &JLI touc!ied the King, or the hereditary office of dw 
Hv^uiV if L:?r.^s, but folely towards obtanlng Parliamcniarj KiBp 
f?-\n ; chat ihcre never was the fligbtdl idea of obcattitig 



corT^Tuttooal Hicam, or fij^rr, any Reform in PmfltaiiKtrti ^ 
r.ox-cr Iteatd an tJea of arms ; he fjid be nrvrr be.ird *«iy Tils ^ 
pLitcrng dcnta our ticnics, m o^r toamilafie ihe Fnefx* j te 
k icf«i«aik«^ of the mestin^ of the CctmmWccB I h^ft^^* 
he bad lr«fi>ciit coATer&tiacs with Mr. Jofcc^ be ai^p fc«^ 
k:s o^inioc^ ^itae aaoderate^ oppofed to t*^^ yfoteice thai wo* « 
o:heT pcooksmiads; be £nd ttios Mr. Shirpe Wi* iln«<^ «*• 
ibintly at ibMier there i ihK ha ckj^a «is tii£ £m«^ ^ *^*^^ 
tr-^: a$ m Mr. BoMtn he ec«r ki>cw « ^,..^ tr^t^^^^^^ '?*^ 
ir.n lahis Bfei du Ik fcimr Mr. Pc^y^ ' ^^^^ "^ 
her had no raAa ^ bctkvr dbf he 
tho Govcrvmnir ; tb- ^ he hw Mri 
t:-'e5j tJut t*if?i* 
tl^ty parfwcd oit 
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he thinks he was !n the chair ; the obje£l was to propoTe a ge« 
neral concurrence, to obtain a Parliamentary Reform ; he iaid if 
there had been any idea of a confpiracy to fubvcrt the Govern- 
ment, he thinks he muft have known it; he had no fufpicion of 
any fuch thing, nor has he any reafon now to fufped any fuch 
thing was meant; he faid he was prefent at the report of Ac 
joint confertncc on the eleventh of April, it was refolved by the 
Committee, " That it appeared dcfirable that a General Meet- 
" in r, or Convention of the Friends of Liberty, fhould be 
" c;:lLd,*' but ths Society refolved to leave out the word Con- 
vention; there was fome debate about the word; that he was 
the fir ft to oppofc it, bccauie it might miflead the public mind 
to think they had fome other objed in view; he faid he had not 
the flightcft ri^afon to fu([^cft that they were doing any thing 
wrong, there war; frvc litde difcafEon, and it was argued that 
t'lcre was no n-aterial cifferencc, at laft it was agreed that that 
word ihould be omitted ; he faid a fair reprefentation of the pco- 
pie, in their fenfe, did not go to the length of Univer&l Suf- 
frage ; he has fifty times heard Mr. Tooke fpeak with reproba- 
tion of Uni\ crfal SuftVage ; that he never heard any propofitioa 
or debate that touched the King, or the berediury office of Ac 
Houfe of Lords, but folely towards obu^ning Parliamentary Re- 
form ; that there never was the flightcft idea of obtaining by un- 
conftitutional means, or force, any Reform in Parliament; be 
never heard an id.^a of arms ; he faid he never heard any idea of 
putting down our liberties, in order to emulate the Frendi ; he 
knows nothing of the meetings of the Committees ; he iaid diat 
he had frequent converfations with Mr. Joyce» he alvraj^ foiin4 
his opinions quite moderate, oppofed to the violence that was in 
other peoples minds ; he faid that Mr. Sharpe was almoft too* 
ftantly at dinner there; that his objeA was the fame as theirs | 
that as to Mr. Bonney, he never knew a more moderate^ qukt 
man in his life; that he knew Mr. Pcarfon but flightlyj chtf 
he had no reafon to believe that he had any defign to overtiiTD 
the Government ; that he faw Mr. Wardle but two or three 
times; that their ohjtSt was Parliamentary Reform, and thit 
they purfued that objc£l up to the eleventh of April, 17949 

and 
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and if there had been any thing criminal he mufi have knowa 

He faid) upon his crofs-cxami nation, that he was chofen a 
member of this Society in June, 1792 ; that he was propofed by 
Mr. Joyce ; that he never had heard of Mr. Joyce being pre-» 
fent at the National Convention when the Addrefs was prcfent- 
cd; he never heard of a drawing pointing out the way to Hell 
by Hanover ; he faid he did not know that there were any pro- 
ceedings of the London Corrcfponding Society, in the name of 
Hardy, in the hand-writing of Mr. Tooke ; that he never law 
the letter which was fent to Norv/ich upon the fixteenth of 
April ; he faid if they had propofed to fet afide the authority of 
the King, and the Houfe of Lords, he would not have flaid in 
the Society, or confented to it; he thinks he was ill at the 
time of the Addrefs of the London Correfpojiding Society to 
the National Convention i he faid he did not know that Hardy 
had written to Mr. Tooke, or that Mr. Too!;e correded the 
Conftitution of the London Corrcfponding Society, or tlut 
Margarot had written to him about it ; he laid that if the Ad- 
dreis bad been confined to France, he thoug)^ tliey fliould 
have ufed ftronger language than they would have done re- 
fpc&ing England ; he fays he does not recollect any letter from 
the Society in which there were thefe exprefllons, <^ the vipers 
^ Monarchy and Ariftocracy j" he did not know that the wordSf 
^ fuccefs" and ^ its efforts" werp in the prifoner's hand-rwriting ; 
he £iid he never knew that Froft had faid that be hoped France 
might foon felicitate a National Convention in England j that he 
pever heard of the Prefident- s anfwer, but that . he Ihould have 
thanked Mr» Froft for executing his commiSion ; he faid he has 
no recoUetSiion of the Addrefs upon the fixth of Auguft, and 
he knew nothing of the proof copy being fent to Mr. Tooke, 
^Uld nothing of Skirving's letter ; he faid he heard of the meeting 
at the Globe Tavern, and he heard of a meeting, and ftrong 
fefolutions, but he was not prefcnt on the feventeenth of Ja* 
nuary-7-that meeting where it was voted, " That law ceafes to 
f^ be an obj;ict of obedience whenever it becomes an inftrument 
•* oi ogprcffion^" he iaid he was not prefect. upon ^ic tYvcJ^^yr 

P d 4 fourth 



( 406 ) 

he thinks he was in the chair ; the objefi was to propoTe a ge« 
neral concurrence, to obtain a Parliamentary Reform ; he £ud if 
there hiid been any idea of a confpiracy to fubvert the Govern- 
ment, he thinks he muft have known it; he had no fufpicion of 
any fuch thing, nor has he any reafon now to fufped any fuch 
thing was meant; he faid he was prcfcnt at the report of the 
joint conference on the eleventh of April, it was refolved by the 
ComTiiLtcc, " That it appeared defirable that a General Meet- 
" iiij-, or Convention of the Friends of Liberty, fliould be 
" c;:ll.d/' but the Society refolved to leave out the word Con- 
vcntion ; tiurc u'as fome debate about the word; that he was 
the firlt to oppofc it, bccauic it might miflead the public mind 
to think they had fome other objedl in view; he faid he had not 
the flighteft reafon to fufpcft that they were doing any thing 
wrong, thcTc was Cr.c litdc difcaflion, and it was argued that 
t-icre was no iiiatciial difference, at laft it was agreed that that 
word ihould be omitted ; he faid a fair reprefentation of the peo- 
ple, in their fenfe, did not go to the length of UniverCd Suf- 
frage ; he has fifty times heard Mr. Tooke fpeak with reproba- 
tion of Uni\ erfal SuftVage ; that he never heard any propofition 
or debate tlut touched the King, or the hereditary office of die 
Houfe i)f Lords, but folely towards obu:ning Parliamentary Re- 
form ; that there ncvcT was the flighteft idea of obtaining by un- 
conftitutional means, or force, any Reform in Parliaments be 
never heard an idea of arms ; he faid he never heard any idea of 
putting down our liberties, in order to emulate the French ; he 
knows nothing of the meetings of the Committees ; he laid that 
he had frequent convcrfations with Mr. Joyce, he alwaj^s foiin4 
his opinions quite moderate, oppofed to the violence that was in 
other peoples minds ; he (aid that Mr. Sharpe was almoft ton- 
ftantly at dinner there ; that his objeA was the fame as theirsi 
that as to Mr. Bonncy, he never knew a more moderate, qukt 
man in his life; that he knew Mr. Pcarfon but flightly; chtf 
he had no reafon to believe that he had any defign to overtoni 
the Government ; that he few Mr. Wardle but two or thrtf 
tinges; that their ohjeS was Parliamentary Reform* and thit 
they purfucd that objc£t up to the eleventh of April^ 17949 

and 
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and if there had been any thing criminal he mufi have knowa 
it. 

He faid, upon his crofs-examination, that he was chofen a 
member of this Society in June, 1792 ; that he was propofed by 
Mr. Joyce 5 that he never had heard of Mr. Joyce being pre-r 
fent at the National Convention when the Addrefs was prcfent- 
cd; he never heard of a drawing pointing out the way to Hell 
by Hanover ; he faid he did not know that there were any pro- 
ceedings of the London Correfponding Society, in the name of 
Hardy, in the hand-writing of Mr. Tooke ; that he never law 
the letter which was fent to Norv/ich upon the fixteenth of 
April; he faid if they had propofed to fet afide the authority of 
the King^ and the Houfe of Lords, he would not have ftaid in 
the Society, or oonfcnted to it; he thinks he was ill at the 
time of the Addrefs of the London Correfponding Society to 
the National Convention ; he faid he did not know that Hardy 
had written to Mr. Tooke, or that Mr. Tooke correded the 
Conftitution of the London Correfponding Society, or that 
Margarot had written to him about it ; he laid that if the Ad- 
dreis bad been confined to France, he thoug)^ they fliould 
have ufed ftronger language than they would have done re- 
fpc&ing England ; he fays he does not recoiled any letter from 
the Society in which there were thefe exprefllons, « the vipers 
** Monarchy and Ariftocracy ;" he did not know that the wordst 
^ fuccefs" and " its efforts" werp in the prifoner's handrwriting » 
he £iid he pever knew that Froft had faid that he hoped France 
might foon felicitate a National Convention in England ; that he 
pever heard of the Prefident's anfwer, but that. he Ihould liave 
thanked Mr. Froft for executing his commiiBon ; he faid he has 
no recoUet^ion of the Addrefs upon the fixth of Auguft, and 
be knew nothing of the proof copy being fent to Mr. Tooke, 
^ nothing of Skirving's letter ; he faid he heard of the meeting 
dt the Globe l^avern, and he heard of a meeting, and ftrong 
fefolutions, but he was not prefent on the feventeenth of Ja- 
nuary-7-that meeting where it was voted, " That law ceafes to 
f^ be an objj^t of obedience whenever it becomes an in(lrument 
f* oi ogpreflion^" he laid he was not prcfei^t . upon ^ic twciuy? 

D d 4 fourth 



( 406 ) 

he thinks he was in the chair ; the obje£l was to propofe a ge« 
neral concurrence, to obtain a Parliamentary Reform ; he £ud if 
there had been any idea of a confpiracy to fubvert the Govern- 
ment, he thinks he muft have known it; he had no fufpicion of 
any fuch thing, !;or has he any reafon now to fufpeft any fuch 
thing was meant; he (iiid he was prcfcnt at the report of die 
joint conference on the eleventh of April, it was refdved by the 
Com«nittec, " That it appeared dcfirable that a General Meet* 
" in r, or Convention of the Friends of Liberty, fhould be 
" c::!Ld," but the Society rcfolved to leave out the word Con- 
vention; dure was fome debate about the word; that he was 
the firlt to oppofc it, bccauie it might miflcad the public mind 
to think they had fome other objedl in view; he faid he had not 
the (lightcft reafon to fuf|)c6l that they were doing any thing 
wrong, tliLMc was f re litdc difcaflion, and it was argued that 
t'lcre v/as no ir.atcrial difference, at laft it was agreed that that 
word ihouM be omitted ; he faid a fair reprefentation of the peo- 
ple, in their fenfc, did not go to the length of UniverCd Suf- 
frage ; he has fifty times heard Mr. Tooke fpeak with reproba- 
tion of Univcrfal SuftVage ; that he never heard any propofition 
or debate that touched the King, or the hereditary office of Ac 
Koufc i)f Lords, but folely towards obuining Parliamentary Re- 
form ; that there never was the flighteft idea of obtaining by un- 
conftitutional means, or force, any Reform in Parliament; he 
never heard an idea of arms ; he faid he never heard any idea of 
putting down our liberties, in order to emulate the French ; he 
knows nothing of the meetings of the Committees ; he (aid diat 
he had frequent converfations with Mr. Joyce, he alvraj^ foiin^ 
his opinions quite moderate, oppofed to the violence that was in 
other peoples minds ; he {aid that Mr. Sharpe was almoft ton- 
ftantly at dinner there ; that his objedl was the fame as theirsi 
that as to Mr. Bonncy, he never knew a more moderate, quiet 
man in his life; that he knew Mr. Pcarfon but flightly; diat 
he had no reafon to believe that he had any defign to overturo 
the Government ; that he law Mr. Wiurdle but two or throe 
tinges; that their objed was Parliamentary Reform, and tfatf 
they purfucd that objc£t up to the eleventh of April^ 17% 

and 
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and if diere had been any thing criminal he muft have known 
it. 

He faid, upon his crofs-examination, that he was chofen a 
member of this Society in June, 1792 ; that he was propofed by 
Mr. Joyce ; that he never had heard of Mr. Joyce being pre^ 
fent at the National Convention when the Addrefs was prefent- 
cdj he never heard of a drawing point'mg out die way to Hell 
by Hanover ; he faid he did not know that there were any pro- 
ceedings of the London Corrcfponding Society, in the name of 
Hardy, in the hand-writing of Mr. Tooke ; that he never (aw 
the letter which was fent to Norv/ich upon the fixteenth of 
April; he faid if they had propofed to fet afide the authority of 
the King, and the Floufe of Lords, he would not have ftaid in 
the Society, or confcnted to it; he thinks he was ill at the 
time of the Addrefs of the London Correfponding Society to 
the National Convention; he faid he did not know that Hardy 
had written to Mr. Tooke, or that Mr. Tooke corrected the 
Conftitution of the London Correfponding Society, or that 
Margarot had written to him about it ; he iaid that if the Ad- 
drefe had been confined to France, he thoug^f they fhould 
have ufed ftronger language than they would have done re« 
fpoAing England ; he fays he does not recolle£l any letter from 
the Society in which there were thefe expreflions, « the vipers 
** Monarchy and Ariftocracy ;" he did not know that the words* 
^ fuccefs" and " its efforts*' werp in the prifoner's handrwriting ; 
be (aid he pever knew that Froft had faid that be hoped France 
might foon felicitate a National Convention in England ; that he 
pever heard of the Prefident- s anfwer, but that . he fhould liave 
thanked Mr» Froft for executing his commiiBon ; he faid he has 
no recolletStion of the Addrefs upon the fixth of Auguft, and 
he knew nothing of the proof copy being fent to Mr. Tooke, 
^nd nothing of Skirving's letter ; he faid he heard of the meeting 
at the Globe Tavern, and he heard of a meeting, and ftrong 
fefolutions, but he was not prefcnt on the feventeenth of Ja* 
nuary-7-that meeting where it was voted, " That law ceafes to 
f^ be an object of obedience whenever it becomes an inftrument 
^ oi ofipreflion^" he iaid he was not prefe^^t . upon tlic ty^'^ixxy^ 
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he thinks he was in the chair ; the obje£l was to propoTe a ge« 
neral concurrence, to obtain a Parliamentary Reform ; he (aid if 
there had been any idea of a confpiracy to fubvcrt the Govern- 
ment, he thinks he muft have known it; he had no fufpicion of 
any fuch thing, nor has he any reafon now to fufpedl any fuch 
thing was meant; he faid he was prefent at the report of the 
joint confertncc on the elcvendi of April, it was refolved by the 
Cominittec, *' That it appeared defirable that a General Mcct- 
" in r, or Convention of the Friends of Liberty, (hould be 
" c;;lLd," but the Society refolved to leave out the word Cor« 
vcntioii ; tlurc was feme debate about the word; that he was 
the firlt to oppofe it, bccauie it might miflead the public mind 
to thiiik they had fome other objetl in view ; he faid he had not 
the flightcft reafon to fufpcft that they were doing any thing 
wrong, there was fxv.c liitle difcaflion, and it was argued that 
tocre was no material ciifference, at laft it was agreed that that 
word ihould be omitted ; he faid a fair reprefentation of the peo- 
ple, in their fenfc, did not go to the length of Univerlal Suf- 
frage ; he has fifty times heard Mr. Tooke fpeak with reproba- 
tion of Uni\ crfal SuflVage ; that he never heard any propofitioit 
or debate that touched the King, or the hereditary office of the 
Houfe of Lords, but folely towards obtaining Parliamentary Re- 
form ; that there never was the flighteft idea of obtaining by un- 
conftitutional means, or force, any Reform in Parliament; he 
never heard an idea of arms ; he faid he never heard any idea of 
putting down our liberties, in order to emulate the Frendi ; he 
knows nothing of the meetings of the Committees ; he iaid chat 
he had frequent converfations with Mr. Joyce, he almys foiin4 
his opinions quite moderate, oppofed to the violence that was ia 
other peoples minds ; he iaid that Mr. Sharpe was almoft con* 
ftantly at dinner there; that his objeA was the fame as theirs^ 
that as to Mr. Bonney, he never knew a more moderate, qukt 
man in his life; that he knew Mr. Pearfon but (lightly; that 
he had no reafon to believe that he had any defign to ovcrtuni 
the Government ; that he bw Mr. Wardle but two or throe 
tinges; that their obje£l was Parliamentary Reform^ and thtf 
they purfued that objcA up to the eleventh of April, 1794, 

and 
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and if there had been any thing criminal he muft have known 

He faid, upon his crofs-examination, that he was chofen a 
member of this Society in June, 1792 ; that he was propofed by 
Mr. Joyce ; that he never had heard of Mr. Joyce being pre-r 
fent at the National Convention when the Addrefs was prefent- 
cdj he never heard of a drawing pointing out the way to Hell 
by Hanover ; he faid he did not know that there were any pro- 
ceedings of the London Correfponding Society, in the name of 
Hardy, in the hand-wridng of Mr. Tooke ; that he never iaw 
the letter which was fent to Norv/ich upon the fixteenth of 
April; he faid if they had propofed to fet afide the authority of 
the King, and the Houfe of Lords, he would not have ftaid in 
the Society, or confcnted to it; he thinks he was ill at the 
time of the Addrefs of the London Correfponding Society to 
the National Convention ; he faid he did not know that Hardy 
had written to Mr. Tooke, or that Mr. Tooke corredcd th^ 
Conftitution of the London Correfponding Society, or that 
Margarot had written to him about it ; he iaid that if the Ad- 
drefe bad been confined to France, he thoug^f they fliould 
have ufed ftronger language than they would have done re- 
ipe&ing England ; he fays he does not recollect any letter from 
the Society in which there were thefe expreflions, « the vipers 
** Monarchy and Ariftocracy ;" he did not know that the words* 
^ fuccefs" and ** its efforts" werp in the prifoner's handrwriting ; 
be (aid he pever knew that Froft had faid that be hoped France 
might foon felicitate a National Convention in England ; that he 
liever heard of the Prefident's anfwer, but that he fhould liave 
(hanked Mr» Froft for executing his commiifion ; he faid he has 
no recollet^ion of the Addrefs upon the fixth of Auguft, and 
be knew nothing of the proof copy being fent to Mr. Tooke, 
^d nothing of Skirving's letter ; he faid he heard of the meeting 
at the Globe Tavern, and he heard of a meeting, and ftrong 
fefolutions, but he was not prefent on the feventeenth of Ja- 
nuary-^that meeting where it was voted, " That law ceafes to 
P be an obj;i£t of obedience whenever it becomes an inftrument 
♦f oi Ofipreflion^" he ikid he was not prefe^jt . upon tlic tw-iityr 
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fourth f f January ; he hss not now read Aefe relblotiMB of th« 
London Corrcfponding Society ; tliat he did not know of Thd- 
wall being paid for printing tweniy-five thoufend copies of that 
Addreis ; he does not remember a communication with the Con- 
ftitutional Society by the London Corrt fponding Society of their 
intention to meet on the fourteenth of April ; he cannot fay Aat 
}m knew Thdwall was an aflbciated nvember; he knew of the 
printing of Paine's letter to Mr. Dundas, and he knew of thanks 
being given to Joel Barlow. 

Colonel Money was then called, but his evidence was of a 
n&ture which has no application to the prefent cafe, and I was 
of opinion it could not be reeeived. 

Mr. Maxwell faid he knows Mr. Tooke; diat he has known 
him ever fincc the year 1793; he frequently viflted him, gene- 
rally on a Sunday ; he faid that Mr. Tooke difapproved of Uni- 
verfal Suffrage ; Mr. Tooke (aid he thought it would be a good 
plan that they fhould fland for clofe boroughs, and then petition, 
in order to expofe the manner in which thofe eledions wwe 
made, and to force Parliament to agree to a Reform ; lie fidd he 
never heard Mr. Tooke fay any thing hoftile to Ae CrewB^ ar 
the hereditary office of the Peers j he remembers orie gentle- 
man, a Mr. Walker, of Manchefter, faying he would be ready 
ftand forward as a candidate for one of thofe boroughs, kt or- 
der to bring on the queftion ; his account of hitnfeff is, that he 
chiefly refides in Linlithgow, in Scotland, but is m town every 
year; he faid he was not acquainted with Mr. Tooke fill the 
latter end of the year 1792. 

Mr. May faid, he has known Mr. Tooke better diui two 
years; that tlicy have often been for a long time- at each ethers 
houfcs ; they have often drank very freely j that he tried to get 
at Mr. Tooke's real fentiments ; he found him a wdl ^riflier to 
the King, and the ariftocraey; and that the only cinnge he 
wiflied, was in the Houfc of Commons. He faid, the hft coin 
verfation he had with him, was a fhorttime before he was taken 
up ; that, when he had drank a good deal of wine, and when ht 
was fober, his principles were the fame; that he reprobrtcd 
Paine's principles; and iaid, this Country was not fit far a re- 
public ; 
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public; and lie told the witncfs, be had cefoled being t Delegatv 
to the Scotch Convention. 

Captain Harwood, who has a. troop in the ninth regimem of 
dragoons, faid, he has kiiowa the prifoncr moft intimately; 
that his uncle introduced him to Mr. Tooke^ about fix years 
ago ; who alfb has a great friendibip.for Mr. Tookc ; he (aid^ that 
they continually converfed upon political fubjeci^ ; that Mr. Hoam 
Tooke had the highcft veneration for the Governaient, in Kxng^ 
Lords, and ComnrKNis ; but he faid, that the Houfe Of Commom 
wanted reform ; that the Borough-mongets ought to be made 
aflumcd of themfelves; that they ihould get this Reform hf 
^mfclves, that is, by the Canmons ; he faid, he made a pro« 
poial to his friends, to f^and for rotten Boroughs s he himfelf 
propoTed to be one ; Mr. Walker propofed to be one, and M& 
Maxwell, and others, were alfo propofed. 

Upon his crofs-examination, he faid, Mr. Tooke was fteadf 
in thofe principles -, he fidd, be was a member of the Conftita«* 
tional Society i that he was prcfent upon the twenty-third ct 
March, 1792 ; he remembers the twelve members from Shefield 
betng aflbciated with the Conftitutional Society ;. he iaid, kt 
camot recoiled what the anTwcr was, that the Frieodsofcht 
People fent to- this Society ; that twelve peribns, from Norwich^ 
were alfo aflbctated with their Society; he faid, he has heard of 
the addrefs ta the Jacobins : he does not know tiie contents of 
Aat addrefs ; he (aid, that Paine and Bariow were koaorarf 
flDcmbers ; that the Society approved of part of tfaeor works ; be 
knows nothing of the publlfhing of them : he did not know diat 
Mr. Hardy had confulted with Mr. Tooke, on the addrefs of dit 
itonion Corresponding Society^ to the National Convcotioii cf 
Trance; he laid, he was not in London in the month of Novcm- 
4»er ; he remembers a letter from Norwich ; it was voted, that 
Mr. Froft fllouMfcnd an anfwer to it, afterwards it wa& refenvi 
li» the witneis to give an aiifwer to it ; he forgot to aniwnr if t 
be handed the letter to Mr. Vaughan, and deftrcd him to get it 
anfwered ; when he came to the Society, he found Aat an aniWer 
had been prepared by fomebody, and Aat an aniwer was fenC 
He (aid, he remembers the Auiks being voted to Irroftj hefaiJ^ 

he 



( 410 ) 
he nnrer iaw^ or beard, die cootents of tbe papers, fladng die 
form in which Frof^ presented that addrcis to the National Con* 
vcndofi of FrajKe, or the prefident's anfwer ; he rsmerobers it 
was &id, that the Norwich letter W2S a fbalifh oae. He 
&idy he n^er viixted the Societies, at Norwich ; but he knew 
individual members of tfaofe Societies; he (aid, he did not know 
«f the letter, at the time he was at Norwich ; that be had not 
\Kcn in Londozi for twelve mondis, and he never law the aflbci- 
ated members, firom Norwich and Sheffield, attend. 

Mr. Rous was then called :-^e £ud, he is a member of the 
Society of the Friends of the People ; he remembers a letter 
coming from the London Correfponding Society, touching join- 
iTig in the Convention, that they were about to call, in the 
IprJr.g of 1794 ; that there was a pretty full meeting of the Friends 
of the People on that occafion ; that the queAion of acceding to 
the propohtioR, was debated, and the propofiil was rejected i the 
reaibn for objecting to that meafure was, that a bad ufe might be 
BUidc'ofit. 

The Biihop of Gloucefter was then called : — he £ud, he has 
known the prifoner for forty years ; that they were for many 
years acquainted, and not ilightly, but very confidentially, and 
very intimately ^ that their acquaintance began in the year 1754* 
in the Univerfity of Cambridge, in Saint John's College, where 
they took their Batchelor's degrees -, he was afked about Mr. 
Horne Tooke's degree of Mafter of Arts, which does not pro* 
perly belong to this cafe; he remembers an oppofition, die 
ground of which he did not ftate very diftin£tly, but uiiderftood 
that oppofition to have originated from fome letters which 
appeared in the public papers; that Lord Montfort took an 
adtive part in it; that there was a ftrid enquiry into Mc 
Tookc*s condudt, and there was nothing to Mr. Tooke's preju- 
dice arofe from that enquiry ; he thought, at that time, that 
there was nothing that ought to prevent Mr. Tooke having his 
degree, and he voted for his having his degree. (le (aid, he never 
knew him vary in his political fentiments ; that he never had 
reaibn to collect, that Mr. Tooke had any averflon to any of 
the eftabliflunofit^ j that hq is incline^ to think him a vc^ 

iludiL>us 
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ftudious man—more fo than many men; that he believed hd 
might have aflifted Mr. Tooke with books, upon grammatical 
fubje6ts, from the Bodleian library ; he faid, he knew that Mr, 
Tooke was much employed, in his attention to grammatical 
purfuits ; ?nd never had reafoa to believe that he was engaged 
in any thing that was feditious, and hoped he was not. 

Gentlemen, the evidence clofcd with producingthe record of the 
acquittal of Thomas Hardy, who was indided with the pri- 
foncr ; it was proper that that acquittal ihould be in evidence 
* before you, in order that it might ferve as an anfwer to znj 
part of the evidence thafyras to reach Mr. Home Tookc^ 
through the medium of firft proving Hardy to be a party in the 
confpiracy ; a man acquitted, cannot be taken to be a party in die 
confpiracy, and confequently Mr. Home Tooke cannot, by that 
evidence, be aiFcfted, to be a party in this confpiracy. 

Now, Gentlemen, having gone through the whole of the ca- 
dence, the cafe is ripe for your judgement. I am fure I ought 
to thank you, in the name of the public, for the patience and 
attention with which you have liftened to this long detail of 
evidence ; as alfo, with which you have, at great perfonal in- 
convenience, conduced yourfelves throughout the whole of the 
trial ; you have now a very ferious duty impofed upon you ; but, af- 
ter, the pains you have taken, to make yourfelves mafters of the cafc^ 
It is a duty which you will difcharge with fatisfa£liontoyoar own 
confcienccs, and confequently with iatisiadtion to your Country. 

Gentlemen, I ftated to a former jury, that I thought it was 
impoffible that there could be any entanglement, in this cafc, 
upon any point of law ; I apprehend that it is impoffible (thougb 
much was faid upon the law, in this, as in the former cafe) 
—that it is quite impoffible, that any practical inference can 
arife, from the difcuffion, material to this cafe ; for it was not 
denied, and it was impoffiblo that it could be denied, that a 
Jury ought to find, that he who means to depofe the King, 
compafles and imagines the death of the King ; it is, in truth, a 
prefumption of faft, arifing from the circumftance of intending 
todepoe, fo undeniable, and fo conclufive, that the law has 
adopted it, and made it a prefumption of law 3 and it is in that man- 
ner. 
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fier, that the law has pronounced, that he who means to depofe 
the King, hns compafled and imd^incd the death of the King. 
All the writers ftate the law to be (b; every one of tho(e, whole 
siames have been mentioned, and whole general docfa-ines were 
alfo quoted, conclude with <aytn<^, that as to the cafe of a coo- 
{piracy to dopofe the King, that that is a decifivc overt zA of 
compafling the death of the King. 

In Sir John Frend's cafir, which was quoted to yon, my 
Lord Holt did exprefsly flatc it fo. In the cafj of my Lord 
Ruflel, the overt aft was of a different luturc, and more capable 
of explanation; therefore, it was there properly ftatcd to be 
evidence upon which the Jury might cxercife a judgment, and 
in which, by poflibility, they might fay, that the man who had 
attacked the King's guards mi^ht not mean to compafs the King's 
d^i.th ; but it might be in fomc rfflrr.y, or fomc way or other, 
"whi^h mi^ht take off the force of that evidence. 

Gentlemen, I (hall thenelbre gi\e you no further trouble 
up^^n that htrud ; I fpeak in the hearing ot' my Lord Chief Baron^ 
and my brothers, who, when I (bted die law before, adhered to 
rile law as I ftatcd it. I fhited it as it has been undcrftood br 
centuries ; and God forbid, that in a cafe, in which no reafoiv- 
nble man can doubt but that he who means to depofs the King) 
means to dcilroy him ; and that his dv-ilruc^ion is nccefEirily con- 
iiedicd with his depofition. God forbid, I fay, that a Jury fhould 
doubt, that he who means to depofe die King compafics and 
imagines the death of the King ; I will therefore trouble you no 
further upon that head ; the cafe before you is, in truths a cafe 
of fad ; but for the fake of others, and for the fiikc of a nume- 
rous bar, attending here, and that it may not be undcrflood, that 
the Court did agree to fomc things which were kid do\iii, and 
particularly to a propoTition laid down in a very admiiabk 
fpeech yefl:erday, I mufl take notice, that I cannot agree to the 
diflinflion that was taken, between the cafe of a crime depend- 
ing upoji tliC common law, where it was fuppoM the judges 
were to declare the law, as it was compofed of the precedents 
declared by the judges, and the cafe of a crime declared by a£l 
of Parliament i as if, in the cafe of a crime declared by act of 

Par- 
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Parliament the jurkdidion of the Court was concluded; I 
take it to be, for the firft time, fo ftated ; I take it, that dicrc 
is^nothing fodear, as that, let the propofition in anaftof Par- 
lia-ncnt be what it may, more or lefs diftinft, it is always a 
queftion of law, what is the meaninj, and the true import of 
that a<St of ParUament, and whether any cafe of fa£t that can be 
ftattd, is a cafe tb.Qt comes within the meaning of that adl of 
Parliament, or IK); — fo it has been conftantly ftated, in all my 
cxpeiic-nce, and fuch is the theory of the law, in my appre-* 
henfioii. In this place where I now fit, and in the courfe of 
an experience of thirty years, and more ; hundreds and hundreds 
of times it has been the fubjecl of folemn debate, whether the 
cafe ftated in evidence did, or not, fall withm the law ; no diftinc^ 
tion can be taken in this caf.', b^caufe it happens, that the defcrip- 
tion of the oftcnce, in the ftatutc of Edward the third, iscompriicd 
in two or three words ; the law may be clearer upon thatac 
count; but the rule of conft ruction, with reference to the quef- 
tion, w]>ethcr it ftiould be taken tobe the conft ruction of law, or 
a mere matter of fa6l, is exadly the fame ; till this day, no man ever 
doubted, that, in a cafe of trcafon for levying war, what is a Icvjring 
war, isa queftion of law: or for adhering to tlie King's enemies, what 
will amount to adhering to the King's enemies, is a queftion of law. 
In a cafe of levying war, which all the gentlemen at t'lc bar 
will remember, when I mention it — the cafe of Damaree and 
Purchafe; there was a fpecial verdict, in whidi the direct 
queftion vras, whether the feet that was ftated did, or did not 
amount to a levying of war ; there was a difference of opinion 
among the judges upon it; but the majority were of opinion^ 
that the fact amounted to levying war; and the priibaer 
had judgment, as in a cafe of high treafon. I have (aid 
thus much, that error may not get abroad ; it was obferved at 
the bar, that this is an age of innovation ; it is neceflary we 
{hould keep to our principles, and that we fliould rally round 
the law ; and therefore, any departure from the principles 06 
law, ought to be taken notice of. At the lame time that I ot>- 
fenre upon this part, in which, I take it, the law was no( 
correSlj ftated). I have great pleafure in doing jufticc to tlie 
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Other parts of that fpeech, which I heard with as much pleafiitt 
as I ever heard any fp.ech in my life. I never heard a fpeech 
that was, in all refpeJts, fitter to be offered to a Jury, by a 
CounfL-l aiugncd for the prtfoner, in a cjfe of high treaion^ 
where very much depends upon the Counfel keeping themfelves 
TL-ry ill ictly within the h'xie of their duty, giving the Court and 
the Jury cfFeclive alTiilai-ce, in the difcuilion of the law, and in 
die cx;aniniitioii of the Let; and in all thofe difcriminationSy 
more tTpjcially in a complicated cafe of evidence, which their 
Icarnin*; ar.d abilit.cs will enable them to make. The putting 
the calJr in every pofhble li^ht, in which it can be put for a 
prifoncr, is not only the right of the prifoner, but is efTentially 
ui'eful to the public jufticc of the Country ; as it enables thofei 
who are to decide, to fee where the truth of the cafe lies. 
Hiiving (aid this, for the fake of others, and you will excufe 
me. Gentlemen, for having, for a moment, departed from the 
queilion before you ; I now return to it. 

Gentlemen, the cafe for your confideration, is a cafeof £u9i 
and a great fatisfaftion it is to me, that, if under the prefliire of 
the faiiguf*, which I have undergone, any great omiflions may 
happen to be made by me, die attention that you have (hewn to 
the evidence, will enable you to fupply thofe defiedt. The 
mafs of this evidence is quite new to you, except fo far as you 
may have read it, through the imperfect medium of acoountS| 
which newfpapers may have given you of it ; it is, to us, the iecond 
laborious in ve ligation, perhaps, that ought to enable us the 
better to affift the Jury ; but I am not qujte fure that it may 
have that eftecl j the mind is fometimes overborne by the prcf- 
fure of fuch a quantity of materials ; and perhaps the repetition 
of it may radier contribute to burthen it ilill more. I am afiraid 
that is my cafe i I (hall, however, give you the beft aiEftance 
I am able. 

Gentlemen, there could be but two general views of the evi- 
dence. Firil, as it applies to the proof of a general project, to 
efbblifh a National Conventijn, which (hould ufurp the powers 
of Government ; the fecond, and a totally diftiiiCt qucftion, i%^ 
how far the evidence applies, to fix upon the prifoner a concur- 
rence 
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rence, and a participation, in that defign ; from the coixrk the 
evidence has taken, I think thefe two diftind propofitions will 
reiblve themfelvcs into one ; and that the queftion will be, whe« 
ther this prifoner has been concerned, and has participated, in a 
plan, to cftablifh a National Convention, which fhould ufurp 
the powers of the Government ; if he has done fo, he has been 
concerned in a plan to depofe the King ; ibr the moment the 
powers of the Government are ufurped, the King is dcpoTedi 
and it is difficult to draw the line, and to fay, that, if they art 
lifurped for a particular purpofe, and to a particular extent, that 
the King fhould not be faid, in that cafe, to be depofed ; the 
Kingly authority is gone, in that inftance, and to the extent t^ 
which fuch ufurpation may reach ; and all the mifcbiefs, all the 
dangers, to the perfon of the King, will follow; becaufe the 
King is bound to fupport his Government, he is bound to re- 
train that ufurpation, even at all the hazards which Mr. Attor- 
ney General alluded to yefterday ; fo that any plan, for any body 
of men to take upon thcmfelves the power of the Government 
of the Country, to affume or to fuperfedc the Legiflative au- 
thority of the Country, feems ncccflarily to involve in it that 
depoflng of the King of which I have been fpcaking. Attacks 
upon the Executive Government, are of a very different nature; 
they are a refiftance to the laws, but not overturning the laws p 
for unlefs they fucceed to the extent of deftroying the laws them- 
felvcs, the laws will have energy enough to defend themfelves; 
and to bring the authors, if any violence is offered to them, to 
punifhment; but if the laws themfelves are gone, for one 
moment, the whole Government is. gone — the Kingly authority 
is gone — and every thing that belongs to the Government is 
gone. 

Gentlemen, in point of fd&i a project for a National Con- 
vention, and the exiftcnce of the actors in that project, are 
dearly made out. It is very certain that there were perfons 
who iiad an intention of holding a Convention y and upon the 
evidence, I think, it cannot well be denied by Mr. Horne 
Tooke, that he was a purticipator in lit, though not prcfent at 
As meeting of a joint Co.nmittce, or a Cojimittee of Co«ope- 
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ratioii, in which the plan was difcuflul — ^I think it can hanH^ 
be denied^ that Mr. Home Tooke was a party participating ia 
the plan of a Natior&l Convention ; but the queftion that is 
material ibr him to difpute, and which is material for you to 
confider, is, fur what purpofe was that Convention' to be held. 
In this queftion, the intent makes a part of the defcription of 
the overt act of the crime ; and the intent here is a mere matter 
of fact. The intent is ofttm connected with the fact of the 
charge in fuch a way that it is not a part of the crhne. A maa 
who does me a certain injury, mud make me fatis&ction for it 
becaufe he has done it ; and he cannot (belter himfelf under any 
intent that he had which he may inftft upon was innocent i b^ 
where he has committed that fa£l which the law has qualified 
with crime, the intent, though formally allcdged, is coniidered 
as a ncceilary incident to the ia£l, and is not a matter for enquiry; 
but in a cafe of this nature, it is a necefiary ingredient in tfafr 
fact, a part of the fact, and to be proved juft as much as aof 
other part of the fact ; and it is in truth to this point of die 
intention, with which this Convention was to be held, that the 
whole feries of the tranfactiQns in the evidence applies. 

There is in the evidence a chain of circumftances, all cosb- 
duding to one point, to prove the intent ; and this could not he 
juftly compared to cumulative I'rcafons, making up feme one 
Treafon, that is not die nature of the evidence, nor the appli- 
cation of the evidence ; therefore, it is totally unlike the cafe of 
Lord Strafford — it is totally unlike every cafe in which any 
fuch idea of cumulative Treafon was ever talked of or dif- 
cufied. There is no one of thefe acts, with an exception per- 
haps of one, that Mr. Attorney General thought it right to 
ftate as a diftinct overt act of Treafon ; but otherwife no one of 
thefe acts can be confidercd as Treafon in itfelf, xior forty of 
them as making up any Treafon from their accumulation; bilC 
they arc to be confidered as evidence of an intent 9 whoo thp 
queftion is, what a man's intent is, it is to be proved by i^ 
thoufand circumftances — it may be proved by a fingle fact^ or 
may be proved by a chain of circumftances that afe diftincty ■ 
and as much difperjj^ through a voluoioous body of evidence, 
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a$ they afe in this cafe, though a complicated evidence of diis 
nature does not very often occur. 

Gentlemen, the intent avowed by 6ie parties engaged In this 
project of a Convention, is a Reform of the Commons Houfe 
of Parliament, and tblt inteift h innocent ; but the profecutors 
undertake to (hew you diat dih is not the true intent ; they fay 
that the words ought not to be fo underftood ; they remark that 
thefe is an equivoke in the words whidi theie peribns ufe ; that 
the words Parliamentarj^ Refonh are ufed— radical Reform is 
ufed — (iill reprefeiitation of the people in Parliament is ufed— 
fun tod free representation of the people in general, vnmout 
laying in P^iament, is ufed ; all of Which, they fay, are words 
diat have in diem an equivoke. They admit that when men 
are fpeaking of the Conftitution of England, as in a King, 
Lords, and Commons, you would underftand thefe words with* 
out any equivoke in them, as applied to the Commons Houfe of 
Parliament; diat you would, in favour of innocence, in a cafe 
urtiere a party is accufed of a crime in refped of an intent that 
has f^tion to that fubjed — ^that you would underftand die 
Words in that ferife which was molt favourable for the prifbner, 
and therefore coiiflrue them to mean a reprefentation In the 
Commons Houfe of Parliament, unlefs you found yourfelves 
Obliged to conclude that they import a different diing; and 
thefefcjre, for the profecution, they direft you to the context of 
thdc words, where they fay you will find the true interpretation 
<jf the words, as well as die true intent of this meafure of hold- 
ifig this National Convention. 

Ndw, Gehtlciiieri, I fhall fay to you, as I did upon the 
totmtt occafion, that this interpretation of words, this intent 
of the pirty accufed, ought hpt to be left to be made out by 
riice and verbal criticifm. I fay, as I did laft night, refpeAing 
Ac Southwafk declaration, where the words are " reprefentative 
•* Government," that reprefentative Government, in the ftrift 
Ibnfe, does not accord with the idea of a Government by 
King, Lords, and Commons, but that people may expref<r 
thcmfelves not w^th grammatical correftnefs, and that they may 
iliean the very things they ought to mean, though they ufe the 
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Woidi ^' rc'pr«fcntativc Government j" and that, therefore, yoa 
arc to look further. When you found, in that fame decIaration> 
the words "- equal and aAive cLtizcnfhip," you might then be- 
gin to doubt what the parties meant by thcfc words — ^ a rc- 
^ prefentativc Government/' Therefore, you will confider the 
words which thcfc men have ufed, with their context ; and you 
will look at the conduct of the parties who ufc the words ; — 
for the conduct of the parties will beft explain and fix the 
meaning of any thing which is equivocal in the language they ufc. 
Now, for that conduct^ we arc referred to the written tJanfac- 
tions'of two voluntary Societies in London, correfponding with 
other Societies iit Enjjland, Scotland, and PVance, in which I 
include the Britilh Convention, as held in Scotland. l*he So- 
ciety for Cojiftitutional Information was the elder Society in 
point of eftabliihmcjit j Major Cartwright dated,, that its ob- 
jc<5l was to obtain a Parliamentary Reform, but not upon any 
fixed, determinate plaji. 'i*he London Correfponding Society 
\\d% inftltutcd early in the year 1792, profefledly for the purpofe 
uf obtaining a Parliamentary Reform, and that upon the Duke 
of Richmond's plan. I think the evidence is (b; and, though 
a great deal of violence very foon followed, whidi might have 
led one to qucftion the truth of their original principles, yet I 
think it ought to be taken that that Society was inftituted upoa 
tliofe principles ; unlefs one could have dvflin£Uy feen, in the 
evidence, to the very bottom of the foundation of that Society^ 
and feen that it was formed for the purpoie of a£ting under a 
fecret influence and direction to fomc other end, ufing a RefbnA 
of Pailiamcnt as colour only. I think there was ibme attempt 
to make this our, and fix the agency upon the prifuner at the 
bar : they went fome little way towards proving it» for they 
gave evidence of Air. Home Tooke's hand-writijig being found 
in the paper purporting to be the original Conftltution of tbe 
Society ^ and they proved a confidcrablc degree of intercourie 
between thofe who were leading members of the Society ami. 
]Mr. Home Tooke, and that they looked up to him. But it 
d«x*s feern to me that they did not go far enough to maimaia 
that pi'opofition, for it is a ftrong ^ropofition that a nun 
5 fliould 
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fl&ould keep him&lF^ behind the curtaui» connefldd with fucfa t 
Society as this was, for die purpofe of taking all their moft 
active and violent meafures under his* direction ; thaf they 
fhould fet up a pretence of a Reform of Parliamait, meaning 
all the while to execute a purpole of a very difierent kind, and 
do all diis under one man's direction— *4his is a thing whidi is 
not to be believed or to be found by a Jury without very dear 
proofs it is not to be believed by you upon probabilities j in the 
common concerns of life men are obliged to aft upon proba- 
Jbilides, but that is not the cafe with a Jury ; I might add that 
even in the common underftanding between man and man^ 
one ought not to believe fuch a thing, without its being more 
diftindUy proved than it has been proved in this cafe. 

Gentlemen, this Conftitutional Society appears to me to be 
a mere club; with refpedl to the London Correfponding So* 
ciety,- certainly that is of a very different nature; it is in- 
deed when you contemplate it fo compofed, as to be fpreading 
itfelf every hour from divifion to divifion, and each divifion 
producing its fub-divifions, tbofe fub-divifions becoming divi* 
jdons, and fo on ad infinitum^ correfponding with, embracing and 
affiliating, as it is called, a great number of other Societies in. 
the Country, many of them conftituted upon the fame plan ; it 
is indeed a political monfter, and moft portentous, fuch a one^ 
as in point of hiftory, we know that at this moment the National 
Convention in France have been obliged to fuppreis ; becaufe, 
though they probably railed themfelves to the Government by 
it, they found the Government could not fiibiift with it; it ia 
of that nature whidi does certainly prefent a very alarming 
afpeft to alL thofe who have a regard to die peace, the happinefi^ 
and tranquillity of the Country, for it is calculated to produce 
the moft powerful combination that I think the. world ever law. 
If you could fuppofe bad defigns to be a^ the bottom of it^ 
vdiich in this place, when I am not fpeaking of the evidence 
of their defigns, I fhall not fuppofe, the wit or the malice of 
man could not devife an inftrument of more power to. execute, 
them, and if you call to your recoUeftion the advice that wiis 
g^ven ina ktjCer from t^ Editor of the Patri<K, as to the. 
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sianner in which thefe Socictiet mi^t be extcndedi and cmverM 
made by able men from the di^erent Societies traverfing the 
Country, and infufmg their opinions into the minds of eTer7 
one in the Country vibo coidd be prevailed upon by any art, 
by the moft induftrioos managment taliflen to Aem, one can 
cafily conceive what opinions might be infilled, and what con- 
fcquences might follow & probably many members of dicfe So- 
cieties may bear what I am now fiying^ and I would wiUingly 
hope that honeft men would fee the danger of coontenancing a 
Society of this exinofdinary nature; and not abandoning their 
principles^ that th^ will be content to communicate their prin- 
ciples where they wiih to have them communicated through 
(bme channel left dangerous to the happinefs jof mankind. 

Gentlemen, I havo obferved that the profeoiton dioo^hr 
ihey couU trace die origin of this Society to die prifimer 
at the bar, and I have obferved what in my opimon was die 
true eflFed of the evidence with refpeA to that. The projed of 
a National Convention to be held here is fiiggefted in a letter 
from the Stockport Society to die London CorreljxMiduig So« 
ciety upon the twenty-feventh of September, 1792, and I do nor 
find it diftinOly nurked in any paper of an earlJer date. Mr. 
Attorney General thought he few it in the addrefs of die fixdt 
of Auguft, 1792, and he ftated to you his reaions ; when dat 
paper was read, I ftated to you what occurred to me npm it^ 
snd I will not repeat it-^diere had been in London meetii^s of 
Delegates ftir promoting a Reform in die Commona Hoofe of 
Parliament about die years 1780 and 1781. Mr. Sberidan^ 
udio gave evidence upon this fubjefi, called diem a Conventioa, 
and dcfcribcd them in terms that were apt and proper to give 
you an tmpreffion that they were a Convention of die people^ 
and he did, in guarded langii^, ftate that theftr Delegates, and 
that Convention, were to ad upon die Legiflattife by-^not 
force, but, by ittiprefling that awe* and nfpeEt^ which huge 
bodies of men, promuigatiiig Aeir opinions tipon piddic queftions, 
might naturally be feppofcd locveafe upon the minds of thofe 
who compofed die Houfes of Parliamenti whedier die Conven- 
tioa propofed by the Stockport Soctctyj was of die nnture of 
4 diat 
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ttM C<mmitioii mentiomtd hf tfail gefidetan; )Wi viU jtidge^' 

GentkmeDi there hid beai» ^re ail kntnr, i Nationd Con- 
vention in F jasice, iriiidi had taken poflefion of the Govern- 
Dienti and had oreitumed the Govcrnmem; there had been 
public demonftration %f the intenrft which many in this Conn- 
try took in the downfid of die French Oofvernment. The 
principles upon which that cfaatige in the Gwemment of France 
mi» to be fupportad had faeea induftrioufly droilated through 
diefe vcriiincary Sodetica. Mr. Paine'a firft and feoond part of 
the Rights of Man, which had been dfipnsvtd of by a Tbte of 
the Conftitutional Society, I think of the eighteenth of Mayj 
' 1793, and hi^ ktter to Mr. Dtmdas, and Mr. Jod BarioVs 
workt, were publi(bed about the fame time } at die iame period 
eager inve^ves agalnft die executive Government) aa well as 
againft the conftitution of the Houfe of Commons, were dif- 
perfed among the people. The nature of Mr. Paine^s wories, 
and of Mr. Barlow's works you are now perfe6Uy apprised 
^, they were worics fome of them originally calcuhued for the 
meridian of France, and to fupport the Revolution that had 
taken place there, odiers of diem applying diftii^ly to this 
Country, and attacking the Monarchy of* die Country-«the 
HertcUtary Dignitiea of the Country} and, in fliort^ prapofing 
the models of the Republics of America, and of Franoe, as 
proper objeds for our imitation, and as the proper meafure of 
n Rerohition to take phce here ; diere is no fuch thing as dif- 
goifing thiit that is the true import of thofe works. They were 
publiflicd anxioufly, and difperfed induftrioufly by tbefe So- 
deties, in correfpondence with other Societies, without any thing 
that might in any manner tend to put the people upon thdr guaid 
with refpeft to thofe parts which were unfit to be adopted ; one 
of the Sheffield people (aid diat he took upon himfdf to approre 
fymtt parts, and to rqeft others ;. he concdved Paine hirafeif did 
not underftand fome parts of his works. But is it fit, or om^ it 
to be dddured in a wdl regulated Government, that the books coii* 
taining general principles fubverfive of every part of that Go- 
vernment, ihould, widiout the leaft antidote to the pdibn, be 
di^perftd all over Iho Country tio poifai titm iwidl of eyety 
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toiDvMfe lianlf AefAokUfiAiatil dot Aqr IImniU k 
pot thus iaduftriouil J ioft> iht haaii cf every nmi who woiM 
receive thcin; what miift be oie oonfeipiCBCCii DHt ihatt the 
minds of thafe peribiB moft be endidy alienatted from die Con- 
ftitutioQ and Govcnment of dus CouArjs and dnt dicy anift 
be prepared for a icvtHiitiooy or for any cnfis diat die Tioknce 
of Tiolent men might bring farwaidy and that die Counlry 
muft neocflarily be in to l wed in dvil comootiqiKy «id iifldl 
thofe horrors dot belong to fodi a fitnation of things, fodi 
as have been hue too much exemplified in a n etghbouiii^ 
nation. 

Now then, in this ftate of things whidi had been prepvcd 
hj thefe Societies by their publications— by dieir unqualified 
approbation of thefe new opinions, and by the encouragemeBt 
which they gave to the propagation of them. Firft of aD aq 
addrefs to the Jacobins is tranfinitteddurough Mr.'Home Tooke^ 
from the Cooftitutional Society, in which diere is one voy 
exceptionable paflage— and at length, in Odober, 179a, anaddMs 
to the National Convention is propofed by the Loodoa Cone- 
fponding Society to the Conftitutional Society, after a private 
conununicadon, both by Margarot, and by Hardy, to Mr. 
Home TocAe., upon die queftion of die expedieiKy of dirt 
mcafurc ; there is no direct evidence dm Mr. Home Toohe 
iaw either of thofe perlbns, or anfwered their lettna; dieir let- 
ters are found in his poflei^on, but there was not any adWcr 
of hb found, therefore how br Mr. Home Tooke interfered in 
this mcafure you muft infer firom the drcumfianoe of their let* 
ters being found in the pofleiEon of Mr. Home Tooke. The 
two Societies finally refolve to addrefs this National Convention 
feparately, a meafure in itfelf of a very doubtful oomplexiQO. 
It has been argued to be quite lawful to prefent addrefles to 
fuch a body in time of peace. I am not prepared to iky that 
the interference of a large body of the fubjefis of this Country 
in afiairs which refped the Government of anodier Country, 
and which are interefts confided by the Conftitution of thb 
Country to the King, is a diing fo clearly innooent, or that I 
ought to pafe it by unnoticed, from n^Knce it might be concluded 
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a thing of a very dotibtful compk-xion — but the prosecutor 
Ifts that whatever otay be the complexion of thxt aft, coH*^ 
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^Bersition ^mtt foreign to the prefent enqtitry ; tiicy fiy, bmr- 
^kf^ tfmt maybe t A^:t to th ffcs, and life' 

didk a^ cvidertcc ag....*.v .,.. ^>ikraiier> in^,...i.v.. its they have' 
an afped towirds tbii? Country, unci th.it the change of tbe*^ 
Government in Aat Country is ufcd, by the profnmcra of thtfe 
Ircflcs to prepare the way fbr a change of the Gavwraoejit 
ne- 
entlcTnen, here agrain 1 do not wifli to exjmtne the Iaj»-*j 
fcgc of • t rigorotiBvy but what are we %& ^ 

to Mr. 1 .,_.. ^ .v:p , = .Mn and comment upon thde ad-" 
fo ; ho has thought fit ptiWidy to <fcctire, with ihofr »d- 
drefRrt in hi* hand, that revolutkitis wiJI now be eaff^ and that 
nM not be cxtraDali " t time, addrcBc5 werrf 

^come from France t ^ invcntinn m England* 

H It poUible to explajft tway tliofe exprcffionsj thejr 
(M to be very imltlcrcet, and not wmrranted by the 
^.,..LS but that explanation h rxcfuded in tids cadfe, be 
Ic jrmi find that Froft, and his afTttdiie, tranfmit their piperr,' 
Juding the very f Tefemed this 
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Ngtienal Convention in England, but ihcj had no diccfi lefkx* 
ence te it, and it feemed to me, therefiwe, chat die National Con« 
vention, named by the Stockport Society, might be uoderftood 
of a Convention for a Parliamentajry Refonn, for at that dfloe 
there w^s nothing decifive to msurk that it (houU be iwfivod i» a 
different fenfe. Mudi occurs in the evidence to le^d one to 
doubt, whether this was zeally meant, for it apfiean in Af gor- 
rcfpondcnce, that (bme of the Societies cmenauned jumhl ip n 
principles, fome were for reforms upon the principles of the 
Rights of Man, which are hardly to be reconciled widi die idea 
of that Parliamentary Reform wbi^ is to be purfued widi real 
attachment to the Conftitution of the Country, in King, Locds, 
and Commons -, but, however, though there might be room to 
f^ipedt, perhaps it would be too much for you to venture to 
pronounce upon this evidence, that die National Qonv^nti^ 
mentioiied by the Stockport Society was to be undcrftood of a 
National Convention, which was abfolutdy to ufurp the Go- 
vernment i but the queftion which is material, is. Can the Na- 
tional Convention, whidi was to be congratulated bom France, 
be a Convention for the Reform of the Coounona Houfe of 
Parliament ? Is it poflible, by any explanation, to mdeiftaiidi 
that National Convention in any other light, di9n a NadoHl 
Convention of the fame nature with the National Convendon iq 
France, which they were at that moment felicitating. 

Gentlemen, if the previous meafures had an cfe& to pre^ 
pare the way for a National Convention, on die plan of tho 
National Convention in France, look^^t the fuccecding ones, and 
thofc of the Conftitutional Society, in particidar. Tlie intro- 
duction to the public notice of the argument of Saifit Andre and 
iWrerc, on the fubje£l of the inviolability of the King, and of 
the nature of a National Convention upon French principles, 
fecm to have no poflible relation to a Natioiuil Convention for 
the purpoTe of obtaining a Parliamentary Refoirm, and whethca 
they can have any poffible objeA but to beat down one of 4if 
guards of the iafety of the King, and to reconcile men's raindu 
to the ufe of that inftrument, that National Convention whidi 
vtd^ to deftroy hiiQ and the Government, ^ for your coofiden- 
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licmupoii tfiat piece of evidence* 

It was obferved by Mr. Tooke, that other perfons who had 
piihlifhed the Monitturs, in which thefe fpeeches w:ere, were 
not profecuted; no i and when thefe papers pafled in the general 
ma&of^owfpaper intelligence, however it were to be wi{hed9 
peii)9ps, Aat fiich do^hines might not find their way into this 
CQWtry^ having no immediate relation to our Government, and 
hiviag rebdoa to another Government, there (eems to be no 
way of fixing crimip upon fuch a publication s but i^ea the pub^ 
lie atteatioB is called to them by a Society who had gone the 
length to pre&nt thofe addrefles to the National Convention of 
France; and when he who preiented diofe addrefles had ftated 
that revolutions would become eafy, and that it was probable that 
tbp Country might be ii^tated ;ipon a National Convention 
here by French addrefles ; the queftion is, whether the offering 
diefe papers to the public notice, in that manner, has not a dif- 
fierent complexion, and whether it does not furnifli an argument 
pf an intent, that men's minds ihould be prepared for a National 
Convention, which ihould not refpcA the invidability of the 
Ki^'s perfon. 

Gentlen^n, a Britiih Convention in Scotland was (et on foot 
early in die year 1793 ; I am not able to trace in the evidence 
any eoone&ion with the Conftitutipnal Society, till after that 
Convention had met, and had been in iume degree organized^ 
and till after two adjournments, it had met again. In November 
it was joined by a Delegate from the Conftitutional Society^ 
iQgetherwith Delegates £^ the London Correfponding Society, 
aiid other Societies in England; it appears, however, in the 
evidence, that theie Delegates from London, in fa£l, at that time, 
fUt that Scotch Convention in motion; diat is the account 
given by Margarot When they went down the Convention 
was adjourned, but they found no great difficulty in prevailing 
ihat the Convention fl^ould be re-called, and accordingly, at his 
requeft, it was recalled* 

Gentlemen, you heard a good deal of evidence refpeAii^ that 
CcMivention; confidcr then, ferioufly, wKat that Convention 
ifiufoed tQ b^ J confidpr die Ibliaiiiiities, and die forms of it, die 
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ix yo-r.csf C' ri.'i i ^cjmi ni Frssce; ano 

-fn-fC^ sw ■■ >* ig^icr -yndii eaaUe AeBttB^atwrA 1 
fhefr 7nftirr^ £r:rri:wt ^faenfk&ps m fciwrj e tu^ Ini ! 
rTfTc trk£ Thits ^r rnvir jiJiuiHf itvc BKEOCf sk csv i 
Ac c^iirtrrarc-i Tt tie pefsrfe, Ac fase r%rf«f5 

fc*' i^m hn r-j 'TTzrrrei ras "ibi.".! g^ Trd pat fhem isfo a 

ar* fi cjL ' j f*y:^{7 rrpr..reL far I-r s earer^sefy i^MV'^V tv 

cari.^r n> rac Krctlif c^ Ctcdcobs or ?3 ParlaraoK, vpon the 
oert fi^'ici cf Pirtjrrv-rjonr RdbrBs; CKSncndost rf Aeir 
|Uj*.<r^.Ljr cctsf^t^ aroti ?ui£ ttiTcd:. bovwcr* ffwr Sskf s oar* 
tscsjET cTTifjC!. fe jra 5nJ dar caer •not^ fcr z CooBrtiee 
tr> rr^TCTT 2 di-ciiriTE-x: ct t*De g7ii'?era^Ia^ rDcvefariptiMe 
Rit^tJ •:•' ifi.-.; wii:?! ic ^jse f?ra bi w^.dj Ae Nuknd Cbd- 
Trr:-?r i.t Fnncr b^xt 2I! cwf- crcrsroew; arj wicit the 
fcrV. '{ 2 -•rr": :•:: t- :'":c H'lC^ ct Cocicora w:i< ^^ w if t i ^t P ^ dKf 
pcz 2 r ^ 'gi V T g •rror. :% 67 •?« csrvfcr cf ifae i^, apoo vkidi I 

N-^- w?:--Her 23 this ferw bad roLVr no bTCtm, andws 
cr:?T 2 75^* cf krc-^n rr^jmsicrT, mezmrtt noifeiiig, it hH, bit 
t*L:t •*:rr >i^ 2 irr:^ to ;ofn :n a petition to Pkrliannir; cr 
w^-?*-^: t*::- *>i"*ir huc^ttx was fe fnmedy and fi> ojodaacd^ 
a* 11 cr.::^:: tSjrr. r> ^rrr? th^ piilCr of the ;tcnple^ and to td^cvj^ 
h%-cr p'CT^-!": >r.« .'^- n->c, i> th2t pu!£r (bouM fceat^ is lor par 
r »-.:*: f€r;c-?r.. I L:?J, upon a fonneT occzGon, dnt vhen wr 
c^rv-r-.pls'c thS Convention hdd at Edinborgh, in a part of 
the Cvjntry ft^irc there are a great rumbcr of pctvpb given 
to mdirg, aiv: to thircing, and who turn their minds verf 
rr .7^ t.i pi!!: Ci! f^'riecb; and if we were to fuppofe, dot a 
XuV(\irzb*.e irr.prc.lio^. \%*as made of this Convention, in eonie* 
cucnce of thcu- !ocai circumftancesc, and the temper and mtnre 
n- the pcDpie^ ho^^- f XHi it might have happened, tfiat die conn- 
u.-TiHcc of the peop'? of Scotland might have given an tffcd 10 
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Aefe forms, and enabled the Scotch Convendon to aflTufne a tone 
of real audiority, appears to me to be a momentous qocftion^ 
and was a queftion of a very dangerous uncertainty, at the time 
>¥hen that Convention was fitting, and at die moment in whidi 
probably, moft fortunately for the peace of the Country, it was 
difperfed ; for difperied it was. In confequence of that, there 
were proceedings in die Court of Jufticiary of Scodand, and 
fome of the parties who were concerned in die meafure of the 
Scotch Convention, were puni(hed with great feverity ; die con-- 
fequence of diat was, that their caufe was taken up here, and 
great indignation was exprefled in thefe Societies, on that occa- 
(ion : there appear to have been great pains taken to irritate die 
public mind upon the fubje£l of thefe proceedings ; and it does 
appear to me to be a circumftance worthy of confideration, that 
be diofe grievances really at die bottom, more or Ids, of which 
it is not for me here to (ay one word, diere feem to have been 
pains taken to aggravate diings beyond the reach of all ordinary 
remedy, and particularly &r beyond the reach of any remedy 
which a National Convention, fitting for the Reform of Parlia- 
ment, could pofEbly produce* 

In that famous addreft of the twentiedi of January, from die 
. Globe Tavern, you fee they go to die length of (bting, dot there 
is no redreft to be had fi-om die laws, for they are die laws of 
dieir plunderers, enemies, and oppre(Ibrs$ diat they cannot have 
grapes from dioms, nor (igs from tht(Ues, but diat diey muft 
refbrt to fome new and extraordinary remedy ; what can diat 
be? they follow it with a declaration, thatdiey muft have a full, 
free, and (air replantation of the people; now can that be 
through die medium of a Convention^ or can it be in the Com- 
mons Houfe of Parliament, for that would be according to die 
laws, which laws they renounce the pnotedion of, and fay Acy- 
will have nothing more to do with diem, but they will have refort 
^o themfelvcs. 

In this ftate of things, a Convention is propofed here, and 
ref(dved on by thefe two Societies, in which this prifener is cer- 
tainly implicated, and meafures are taken to carry diat Conven- 
tion into efied. NoW| Gendcmen^ if this Qonventioa was a 
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Cpnvendon on the plan of die Coovention in Fraoet ttt Cuke 
the Government of the Country upon them, any one meafiare 
taken to bring forward that Convention, would dearly be an 
overt-acl of High Treafon in oompaffing the King's deadt. 
The meafure that is charged is the meeting in a Committe of 
Correfpondence and Co-operation, and the copftilting together 
to bring it about, is another overt ad that is charged of this 
fpecies of High Treafon. To confpire to hold fuch Convealian 
for fuch a purpofc, would be toconfpire to depofe the King ; and 
every acl done, tending to carry Aat coni^iracy into executioo, 
will be an overt act of this Treafon, of compaffing and imagining 
the death of the King. 

But now. Gentlemen, comes the great queftion for your 
coniideration. Was it a Convention of this nature ? Judging upon 
the whole context of thefe trania£tions, one can hardly befieve^ 
even though there is evidence of it, dut a ParliamenCary Refcnn 
in the Houfc of Commons, was the objed ; one muft fuipeft 
that more was intended; but the queftion is, what more was 
intended, and what wa$ the precifeobjed, for you muft fee that 
it is not enough that fufpicions arife in your minds as to the 
objc(^ which thcfe perfons had in their minds, that you incline 
to think that they muft have meant more than diey profefldd, 
refpe^^ing Parliamentary Reform ; that dieir mcafures were not 
at all proportioned to this end, therefore, »rgttii^ with them 
upon the fuppofition that they a6ted confiftentiy, that they muft 
have meant that which is imputed to them ; fuch gnwudl as 
dicfe warrant fufpicion, but, undoubtedly, do not oonfBtule 
proof, and therefore you muft diftiniUy fee, diat they had note 
in view, and that they had this particular objed in view» to 
hold a Convention for the purpofe of ufurping the powers of 
Government. 

On the part of the profccution, they fay that they ought to 
be taken upon this evidence, to have called this C ou v catio n 
for the purpofe of ufurping the powers of the Govemnent, 
bccaufe they have proclaimed to the world that dieir objeft 
was to have fuch a Convention, and to put this Country upoaa 
footing of a neighbouring Country, in which there u fudi a 
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Convendon "which had ttfcrrped dte powers of the Gdvernment ^ 
and diey fiy for the profecution, that after that declaration^ 
coupled as it is with all that conduct tending to prepare the way 
for overthrowing Monarchy luid Ariftocracy, and all the orders 
of the State, they have a right to fnfift that it is not enough 
for thofe perfons who are charged with High Treafon to infift, 
and to bring witnei&s to (ay, that^ diat was not dieir intention^ 
but that their intention fell for fhort of it ; for diat they ought 
to be tried by their conduct, rather than by their profeffions, 
and that their conduct marks that this was die object: their 
induct in refpect of their general publications— their conduce 
in refpect of Ae National Convention of France — their conduct 
in refpect of the Scotch Convention, leaving out all the ftnzdler 
intermediate parts of Ae evidence, from whence a great deal of 
matter might be picked out, fome of it affording grounds of 
fiifpicion, fbme going a great way beyond fufpicion, and fairly 
aflfbrding a ground to collect diis intent 

Gentlemen, this is the flrong part of the profecutor's cafe, 
and here, I think, he muff leave bis cafe, for I do not fee my- 
iblf that he has carried it any further Aan to ihew that the con- 
duct of diefe Societies has been the conduct of determined Re^ 
publicans ; that Aey have taken all occafions to countenance the 
idea of a Revolution here, to be effected by a National Con- 
vention, which ¥ras to be the form of Government to be 
eftaUifhed in die place of the exifting Government of the 
Country; and diat they had irritated the public mind by every 
artifice that diey could poffibly ufe, in order to prepare them 
for fiich a crifis, and to make fuch a ufe of the National Con- 
venciony ^enever that National Convention fhould in fact be 
formed* 

And, Gentlemen, it is certainly .true, that if you look at tliis 
cade in the exterior of it^ and upon the oudine which I liave 
fitted, there is great ground to impute this to thofe Societies ; 
and it would be difficult for this prrfoner, in particular, to take 
Umfelf out of diat implication. And it undoubtedly is true, 
that the conduft whidi thefe Societies carefully obferved, was a 
cooduA diat mvtft neccfirilf cicats great alarai in die Country; 
* diat 
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iKat It muft have called upon the Government of the Country 
to be very vigilant, and to take verj aAive meafures \ diat it 
does juftify the putting the perTons accufed into that fituation 
in which diey now ftand-— calling upon them to explain to a 
Jury, even at the hazard of their lives and honour^ and 
every thing that is dear to men, a conduct liable to (o many 
juft exceptions. But that this conduft may yet be explained, 
and that, when die queftion is with the Jury, whether that 
which all mankind might be juftiiied in fufpccling, does really 
turn out to be fufficicntly founded in fad, and to be fo diftinSIy 
proved as to w-arrant a JurV) who arc bound to acquit if there 
remains any doubt upon the cafe, in finding a verdict of guilty, 
is quite another confideration. 

Gentlemen, I confider every thing bc^'ond the outline I have 
fiated ; which outline I confider as the profecutor's evidence — 
I fay, I confider every thing beyoiKl that, as evidence on the 
part of the perfon accufed. This enquiry has let us into a great 
deal of the interior of thefe Societies, and it has produced a 
difcovery i cannot fay much to die honour of their leaders— 
that they have magnified their numbers and their ftrength, for a 
purpofc which every man tnuCt (ee, very much beyond the trvth. 
i^he ShefHeld Society was reprcfented as confifting of two* 
thoufand members a great while ago, and to be every hour en- 
creahiig i there were ten thouiand afTembled upon the Ca&I& 
Hill, which pafTed for the Society. The evidence in the caufe 
with refpctSl to the Conftitutional Society (hews, that they 
vaunted to their correfpondents of publifhing a hundred thou&nd 
copies, when perhaps they did not publifh five thodsuid.-- 
There was an oftentadous difplay of force, of ftrength, and of 
confequeuce, which they really had not, with a view to mifliaui 
the public. But, however that may be, yet the true ftate of 
thefe Societies, and of the Conftitutional Society in particular,. 
will certainly have a material effeA upon the queftion of fact, 
whether, at the time this National Convendon was propofcd^ 
they really had it in their minds to ufe it to ufurp the Govern* 
ment oF the Country; bccaufc it is a very eflential thing tb 
enquire, when a great end is propofcd^ what are the means by 
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whidi it is to be cSccted; It appears upon the evidence,* that 
the Conftitutional Society had neither nunaibers, money, nor 
even s&cal, according to the evidence. Sinclair oomplained very, 
much that he was abandoijied when he was in Scotland ; very 
often tiheir Conunittees would not and di^ notmeet, I am not 
fpcaking at prefcnt of Mr. Horne Tooke, the prifoner, perfon- 
all^, but that feemed to be the general conduct of the Society » 
^7 feem to have had no rtiburces fuch as men naturally furnilh 
themfclves with who engage in defpentte enterprizes^ From all 
fjie. ej^amination, we have not been able to trace any direct con-i> 
fpiracy, pointed to this object, by individuals who can he 
seamed s nay,, the contrary is proved, as far as the evidence 
goes : . they f^y that this man, and that tpaxxy and the other man, 
and f very man di^t they had any knowledge of, were not -in- 
V,qlved in any ftich confpiracy — th«y had no idea of entering 
ifiXQsuiy Xuch coufpiotcy ; and there certainly is a difficulty, upoa 
this evidence ia that relpect, admitting that the general outline I 
have ftated would warrant very ftfict conclufions; yet upon 
whom to fix diis confpinicy, fecms to remain a thing of diffi- 
culty. There certainly is fome evidence againft manjr perfons, 
and againft the prifoncr now at the bar i Mr. Solicitor General^ 
in his opening, even treated him as the principal; and as if 
there were other perfons who were put forward to go through 
the dangers of the bufinels, but that he .was the director of. 
alL 

There were certainly many things to be explained by the 
prifoner, which I (hall have occafion to take notice of hereafter^ 
but I am now obferving how far thp proof may be fuppoied to 
go. There is more confultation proved between the prifoncr 
and Margarot and Hardy, than between him and any other per- 
fons; but with regard to Hardy, he is acquitted, which is of 
courfe an anfwer to all the evidence that implicates him. Ozje 
may Iky, in general, that this evidence goes to involve all tbofe 
who cojKurred in this refolution, and who had before aflented 
to thofe previous tranfaflions which manifeft what the intent of 
this refolution was^ it is no anfwer to this to obje£l that this 
would i^vQjve gr^ xiumbcrSi when there is a rebellion, every 
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man in it is involved, if it cofififts of a hundred thonfend; it 
there is a levying war, as in the cafe of Damaree and Puidiafi^ 
every man acting in it is undoubtedly triounal, and equidl/ 
criminal with the leaders, but m all thefe cafes the leaders are 
fiJected for example. It does not fumiih any dbjectidn to die 
confpiricf, that it has unfortunately embraced in it a great mnn- 
bcr of people ; but it is certainly true, that the greater the ex« 
tent of the charge, the more carefully jon will weigh it^ and 
die more willingly you mil attend to every poflible explanatidit 
that may lead you to doubt whether Ae charge is founded to the 
extent in which it is laid. 

Gentlemen, Mr. Home Tooke went into a Very efbflivd 
crofi-examination ; and he alfo examined witnefTes cm his bdialf. 
I think he did well, in b doing ; for I myfelf cannot but think 
diat this was a charge, which it became Mr. Horne Tooke fo 
treat mofl ferioufly, and to give die naoft (atisfiiAfiry afifwer 
to it that evidence could furnifh. He has examined a great num- 
ber of witneflcs ; and I (hall flate the efiea of their evideniV 
more diflinctly by comprefRng it, than by enlarging my diife- 
vations upon particular witnefles. He has eftablLSied that h\i 
principles, as ^r as Can be Collected from all thefb Witiitflcs, 
who have fpoken to them, and who had great oppctttbitides of 
knowing them, were directly oppofite to republican prinCii^tti 
that he was firmly attached to the Monarchy of the CoutOffy 
and firmly attached to the Conflitution of it, in a King, Lord^ 
and Commons-x-only quarrelling with the Ccxnoiori^ HoUlb in 
its prefent flate, and quarreBing with it from his atCaduncnt, id 
a' great meafure, to the King, and to the other Houfe of Ftt- 
liamen^ He was of opinion, that the true balance of the Con* 
ftitutlon confifted in the King, having his prerogative Upon hi^ 
ground} the Hereditary Nobility, having their balance in Ae 
State; the Commons being a pure and perfi^t reprefentatioil 
of the people : and he has ^iven you demonftration, hy pubEc 
acts of his, rn the year 1780, in the year 1782, in th« yc9ur 
1785, in the year 1788, nay, I think, alfo in the year 1790, df 
his having in public, when political queftions wfertf difcufle«^ 
taken that part which Is a clear manifeftadon of his principfes. 
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HiB hat df> g«iie into evidence which cernualy deferves great 
conftderfttiofi ; with tetj^ct to the habits of his life:, he is a 
fchobr, a fttidious man, devoted to boo^S) employing a great 
portion of his time with books^ rather keeping company with 
bookethan with men^ efpedallly of late years; and men of fuch 
habit» are generally more worthily employed than in mixing in 
factions which tend to convulfe a State* 

There is another cifcurr.ftance certainly ftt to be confidere^ 
in the Cafe of Mr* Home Tooke^ and that is, it is not a fccret, 
fat it appears from the evidence of Adams') that declining health 
and infifmities coming upon him, has induced him very much 
to wiAidraw from ibcietyi and from much of that fort of public 
bdinefe that he nfed to be engaged in. The evidence is, that 
he cultivates his garden ; he wifhes never to be removed ftooi 
it ) to have an ASt of Parliament to confine him there for his 
Kfe ; he fees hardly any body, but of a Sunday, and then it is a 
mixed company; undoubtedly, therefi>re, reafoning upop ^fe 
principles which commonly dire^l the condu£i of mankind, one 
fhould imagine that Mn Home Tooke, with his principles, his 
habits, and his infirmities, would, in truth, be the laft man in 
England that could be juftly fufpeded of being engaged in a 
confpiracy of this kind. 

Gendemen, the reply, I am forry to (ay, has made i^TDt im*- 
preffion upon this defence, which, on the firfl view of it, feemt 
to be the ftrongeft kind of defence that could be ftated in a cafe 
tyf this nature, where fo much was to depend upon the general 
fentiments, opinions, and habits of li&, of the perfon who is 
accufed ; but^ in the reply, it is obferved, that with thefe prin-i- 
dples, with thefe habits, and even under the preiTure of thcfe in- 
firmities, Mn Home Tooke, the prifoner at the bar, is found 
fedttally dealing in Aefe fubjeds, by his intercourfe with Hard}^ 
by his interferendi with the papers of die Society, but, above 
all, by diofe more public demonftrations to be colle«5led fom 
the Addrefs to die Jacobins, from the Addrtfs to the National 
Convention, and from the unfortunate publication in which) in 
his own hand^ he fays, ^ That Liberty is nmking Herculeaa 
*| efforts, and thofe vipers, Monarchy and AriAoorac^ a(e fBotr 
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^ :-r 2rA wrri'.-Hn^ anier its grai*?^" whica are adirefi vjolu' 
twA ?:' a J h:- pron:iu:C prir.C!p'.:i5 : I Uy he is k>und dealing in 
th:^:'£ i.i?;eciri in a wzy which hi> pnncipit:^ ought to luve pre- 
frrvcd ::im I'zcn i and trercforc ^£ i> infiltjd up^>ai on the port o£ 
ir.c Aitorricr Gcrvjrai, thiit hiid uis dctcr.c.' been conliiljaCi aad 
hai :c app;:::^ to C2rr> him throughout all the i^s, it oughc to 
h.i*. c had i:^ Pi!! w:i.zhr, but that iiukr.uch as with theie priaci- 
piL-s of ioy.iit\*, with thd'e h^ibits ut Itudy, and in the Ctuasion he 
L* in *?:' hculth, 10 hai doiic il! thL-il things, what can you con* 
C'LiC'j fVon: thv-'iV prjiciplcs, aF.d »Vom thute habits: You can- 
rot fLy tha: hj r^ not boen a p.:rty in thcfs mjafui^s, becauk 
i: is t -o c. Mijiit that, aa to nia^iy o:' them, ke has been a pany 
in thjm, and an z.Aivc p^isty in them, and they are very di£cuk 
to be cxr!ai:vjd. Now, Geiit'.erieii, we cotnc to the concIuUoa 
'i*hz5 charge againft this genCicman rells upon the impreffions 
which his c'-x;iiu^^ in iheiJ Societies, trom the beginning, or 
irom pcrhjp^ the niid«ile of the year 1791^ down to the time 
whcji thek: rcialutions p2lud for this National Convention, Qall 
have made on your mir.ds, upon the e\ idence they aiibrd of the 
TL-ai intent of hi^ mir.d in agretring to that Convendon, and ai 
to the object of that Convention. If you fhoidd be ot' opinioa 
th-r, i:o:v\!th:r^.:<I:ng the tirft imprcrfixon which thefe clrcum- 
ftances hnve m:ide upon your zr.indS| and muft, I think, cer- 
tainjy make upon every man's mind who has heard the caic, 
connitrring the nature of ths tnterprizc, and confidehng the 
actual fitur.rion of the inean:» by whi^h it was to be effected, 
tiiCL-n tfvjr-thrr with the evidence cf his priiiciplc?, his habits ot' 
life, and !:is f:tu.>tion in pc^nt i.f health, that ycu are bound to 
rifwT a!! ir.Js. trar.U»fliona to o:hcr iibjccl.s, and vou ihould coi*- 
riuiic 10 f.T:n \our judgment a> to hi> intent in theie mcafures, 
1:1 whii^ii he hriS been engaged, rather from thejb doaieftic prts 
u; i::s ch;;r.^ir.r, tlian froiu thole in which he has acted widi 
others in public ; riien you may iay» that however fu4)icious this 
cafe is, thia coiifpiracy is not made out againft jiiin, and that 
this prifoner 1^ not guilty} if you fhould fee the cafe clearly in 
the other light, then you wdl io that which the juHice of your 
Country calls upon you to d«). . 

5 -. f wift 
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t wi(b hcSutily iSM Mr; Tooke had piit dns cafe really bM 
yond all fufpicion, becaufe I fee, widi great r e g ret , a man of his 
tultivated underftandmg, of his habits, of his capacity to be 
lifeful to mankind ; a man fupported by the evidence of that ve- 
nerable Prelate, the Bifhop of Gloucefter, who^ I am furQ 
would flatter no man ; I lay, I fliould have been heartily re-& 
joiced if he could have put this cafe beyond all fufpicion^ but I 
l:annot (ay that he has done fo. There certainly is a great deal to 
be explained, which I am not able explain, and I am at this , 
moment totally unable to develope the charad^r and conduA of 
this gentleman | but that goes but a litde way upon the queftioiii 
whether he is guilty or innocent of diis indi£hnent ; that you 
will judge of by the rcfult of the evidence, and the clear imprel^ 
fion that that refult fliall make upon your minds. I repeat that 
you have a very ferious duty impofed upon you ; but, after the 
pains you have taken to make yourfelves . mafters of the cafe, it 
is a diity yoii will difcharge with fatisfai^on to your own con« 
iciences, and, coniequently, with fatisfa£tion to your Country. 

The Jury withdrew at about ten mnuies before eighi ^ clock in 
the evenings an J returned into Court in about eight minutes. 

Clerk of the Jrraigm. John Home Tooke, hol^ up your 
tiand — ^Gendemcn of die Jury, look upon the prifoner — How 
fay you, is Johii Home Tooke guilty of the High TreafoK 
whereof he fhmds indifltcd, or not guilty ? 

Foreman, Not guilty. 

Oerk of the Arraigns. Did he fly for it i 

Foreman. Not that we know of. 

Mr. Tooke. My mind, my Lord, is much better formed to 
feel and to acknowledge kindnefs than to folicit it. I defire to 
return my moft fincere thanks to your Lordfhip, and to the 
Bench, for the conduS which you have held towards me, during 
the whole of this tedious trial. 

Gentlemen of the Jury, you have afforded a juft protection 
to my life ; I dsank you for it s and give me leave to tell you 
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twt things, idiich will encvtafe your fiitisfadifm ts fong as yov 
l(tr. We ihall both ba^ve done good to- our Country. Wben 
I h2!wt told you two fads, one of which it was impoffiUe I 
ibould tcU Tou before, and die other it was unfit that I iboald 
aril you befoa*. I am fore we fhall never fee fiich a trial b» 
this agatn^ My ciution, and mjr Tirtue, ibr at this moment I wiSI 
^lact it to myfelf^ are the caufe of thoTe fnfpicion^ which dwelt 
upon his LocdUhip's mind ^ his iagacity and rntegri^ afiftcd 
him to clear many things up to you; but the whole fusion 
1i2s arifen frcin this — I was anxious for the proper conduft of 
other men ; and if I could have forcfeen, what I never could 
forcfse, till the Attorney General made his reply 
^Her^ Mr, Todke v;ai interrnfted^ by the hreakhtg down sf part 

ef the Stitdcnt's Gallery , rvhen the difarder had Juhfidid^ ht 

froeerded.'] 

Gcntlencr., this wiil help to direct your conduft throu^ 
Kfc; and it will help other Jurymen likewile,. to rcftriS 
this kind cf gtiilt, by iiifcrcnce. His Lorddiip did fee Ame 
p^irtofit, and, with great candour, he mentioned ft to you. 
The f.i(5t {lands thus — being rarely prefent at thefc meetings,. 
"Hhcn my name appears in the books, I was anxious for the 
Ciftty of a \cvy honcft, but not a very able man. The Secre- 
tary repeatedly brought to me papers, which the Society had 
received, which were ordered for publication, and were after- 
wards put in the newfpapers ; and wlicn I (aw a word which was 
cc["iiblc of caufing a profccution for a libel, I took the paper, 
and, v/ith my hand, (truck out the exceptionable words, and in- 
feitcd others which would avoid the danger of a profecution. 
Upon thus is built all that apprehcnfion and fufpicion of the direc- 
tion, and condii61, and originating of Societies, with none of 
whom, nor with any of the individuals of whom, did I ever 
correfpoiid, or communicate, at alL I know ocme of thefe Coun- 
try Societies, nor an individual belonging to them* I did not 
knov/ thefe London Societies, except as candidate for the City of 
Wef^n.Ir.ller. Every man who came to me, of every opinioa 
what.-vor, if he afked my opinion,! correfted his works. A gcn- 
tlcn.an In Court wrote a book r^ainft me \ I corrc£icd the book 
' ■ 3 myfclU 
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myfclf ; I do not mention it to juftify myfelf, bccauCb a Jarj 
of my Country have juftified me quickly, clearly, and nobly; 
"but I mentioait/orilis iokeof thitJBw, ujKiii'wlttch thcblo^dt 
and die family, aad the charafler of men, depend. There never 
iftood a man before your Lordfliip more free from rational foun* 
•dation of iufpicion, upon this ground, than I ftand before you. 
If you examine alkke piiptrs— if the Atcorocy General will look 
at them again with this key, he will find it fo. If the Solicitor 
■General had ftated in his opening, what the Attorney GenenS 
^m when your Lordfhip had properly dofed m^ ipoiith^ :1 
ifaould have explained it ; but I obeyed your diret^i^ ^ and wiQ| 
confidence I truftcd my life with that Jury. If I had beeu pei^ 
knitted, I could have explained that which was thovgh^ the 
firongeil evidence agaiikft mc There wa$ #U0 papcr^ wbsm 
ithe word ^ Government'' was ilruck out>aad ^^ CQ»uafjf"fut im^ 
•^ Radical xe^m sf |he Gk^vcrnoieni:" jnigbc sfGU^ tt^ poll 9§ 
GoverijyoLcat by the roots ; ^ radical rfifiMV of « CoMMry" iatNdll 
ificaa no ilxh thing ; — iu> man mttt fae chasged «kh filing dM^ 
Country up by the roots. The piper vas f iw rg o t l tii i I fo g rf i 
kaei i^ vnken it was Rsad. WaAim fiM^afeM the nwwe «f tilt 
<:hargeB,tfid mfw*r«BceE%t»4ieif(ed fL^^awA^n^<omtkjt'me'AtTtktefr% 
«t is hnpoffibie I could fbrefee them. To prei'esic the proletu- 
tion of other perfons for libel, I hare fuiFered a prolccation for 
liigh treafon. I return your Lordftip (hanlcs— 1 return 'm^ 
Counfcl thanks, my no^ friend Mr. Er/kine, who has beehTi 
nobly fapported by Mr. Gibbs ; — and you, Geatlemen of thi 
Jury, I return you my thanks. I am glad I have been profe- 
cuted ; and I hope this will make die Attorney General mocc 
.cautious in future ; he ikidJUe would havi^ii^ .usea(aa b^ coedcucr 
^ion ; and xbere is no QjSs^uqi^ agaioft m^ hut by coailaiC^tLaia 
and inference, 

Mr. Tooki was immediate^ difcbarged. 

The Jury wer^ not permiitid U fo^r£t€^ from the time cfhelr^ 
fworu 9H Oh trials till after thfy had delW.ered their verdiSt 
They f:p at the London Caffte HTvfe every ntght^ aHcnded fy 
the proper rafters cf the Csurt^ ftvorn in fhe ujual form. 
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